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Current Topics. 


The Government and the Land. 

THERE IS no necessity at present to do more than note the 
Government proposal, as outlined by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, for the establishment of a Ministry of Land to take 
over the functions of the Board of Agriculture and “ questions 
of registration of title and land transfers,” and also to replace 
the Chancery Division in sanctioning schemes of improvement 
under the Settled Land Acts. For any useful comment we must 
| wait till the scheme is more fully developed If, as the Zimes 
| suggests, there is to be little more than an amalgamatior of 
the Board of Agriculture and the Land Transfer Office, the 
| matter rather affects Sir ForrESCUE BRICKDALE and his succes- 
| sors than anyoneelse ; but what designs may be hidden behind 
the phrase “land transfer” we cannot pretend to surmise. 
Only it must be remembered that Lord HALDANE’s Bills are first 
in the field, and we do not suppose that the Government con- 
template any interference with bis schemes if he can carry them 
| to a successiul issue. The great defect of the proposals, and the 
point on which they will have to be very carefully watched, is 
the danger that they may increase the bureaucratic element and 
lead to the transfer of judicial functions to an official department. 
As to settlements it is singular to find Mr. LLoyp Grorce ignor- 
ing so completely their importance in English society—an im- 
portance which is most carefully recognised in Lord HALDANE’s 
Conveyancing Bill. 

The Court of Criminal Appeal. 

WE REGRET very much that in delivering the judgment 

of the Court of Criminal Appeal in the cases of Newton and 
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| Bennett's Appeals (Times, October 20th), Mr. Justice DARLING 
I 
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went out of his way to defend the quite indefensible practice of 
hearing criminal appeals in a court, one of whose three members 
is the trial judge appealed against. Public opinion, both lay and 
legal, has condemned emphatically any such practice in the 
columns of the daily press, and the two arguments usei by Mr. 
Justice DARLING in justification of it have an unconvincing 
sound. The first argumenr, that of convenience, ought never 
to be employed when an obvious violation of natural justice is 
weighed in the scale against a mere inconvenience to some 
members of the judicial bench. Only three judges are necessary 
to constitute a quorum of the court, and when there are avail 
able sixteen judges of the King’s Bench Division, it cannot 
require any great organizing capacity on the part of those judges 
so to arrange their business as to obviate the necessity for the 
presence of any trial judge at the hearing of an appeal. The 
second argument his Lordship relies on—namely, that judges 
appealed against do not solicit the other two judges with whom 
they sit to sustain their decision—is really just a trifle naive 
| 

| 

| 

| 


no one ever suspected any judge of doing anything so monstrous. 
But the trial judge has already made up his mind; therefore, 
the appellant gets only two judges instead of the three granted 
him by the statute, and if these two differ he is inevitably 
defeated by the casting vote of the very judge against whose 
decision he appeals. No sophistry can induce plain men to 
consider such a state of affairs as reasonable and fair. 

The question of Natural Justice, 

But there is more to be said against it. ‘ It can not be too widely 
known,” Mr. Justice DARLING is reported as having said, | 
“that there is no sort of provision or suggestion in the statutes 
establishing the court that the judge who tried a case could not 
be a member of the court who heard the appeal.” We venture 
to disagree entirely with this statement. The statute itself is 
silent on the point ; this implies that the ordinary rules of law 
must be applied in construing it. Now the Court of Appeal has 
just decided in the case of Lex. v. Local Government Board 
(reported elsewhere), that where a tribunal is created by statute | 
it must obey the laws of “natural justice” in its procedure, 
even when no limitation of its powers appears in the statute. 
But it is obviously “contrary to natural justice ” that a judge of 
appeal should be the judge appealed against ; hence, in a new 
court such a procedure is in our view illegal. Only inveterate 
practice or a legislative enactment could validate such an abuse. 
It existed in the case of the pre-Judicature Act Divisional Courts, 
but in their case was expressly abolished by the Judicature 
Acts. The attempt to apply this old abuse to a new court is, 
we submit, as illegal as it is morally indefensible. 











The New K.C.’s. 

THE FOLLOWING are the names of the new King’s Counsel 
with their dates of call to the bar :—Frederick Sims Williams 
(1879), James Cranstoun (1880, Oxford Circuit), James William 
Greig, C.B., M.P. (1882, Chancery Division), George Thorn 
Drury (1885, South-Eastern Circuit), William Josiah Disturnal 


(1885, Oxford Circuit), Heber L. Hart (1887, South-Eastern | 
Circuit), Sylvain Mayer (1887, Parliamentary draftsman, | 
Northern Circuit), Thomas Arnold Herbert (1889, Northern | 


Circuit and Chancery Division), Rhys Williams (1890, South 
Wales Circuit), Frederick Herbert Maugham (1890, Chancery 
Division), Roger Bernard Lawrence (1891, Northern Circuit and 
Lancaster Chancery Court), Thomas James Chesshyre Tomlin 
(1891, Chancery Division ; Junior Equity Counsel in Revenue 
Matters), Joseph Randolph Randolph (1892, Western Circuit), 
John Anthony Hawke (1892, Western Circuit, Recorder of 
Plymouth), Ferdinand Philip Maximilian Schiller (1893, 
Western Circuit), Roland Edmund Lomax Vaughan Williams 
(1893, Sonth Wales Circuit), Herbert Nield, M.P. (1895, North 
Eastern Circuit), Ernest Bruce Charles (1896, Western Circuit, 
Chancellor of the Dioceses of Wakefield and Hereford), Joseph 
Bridges Matthews (1896, Oxford Circuit), Charles James Mathew 
(1897, Chancery Division), Walter George Salis Schwabe (1897, 
Northern Circuit), Cyril Atkinson (1897, Northern Circuit and 
Lancaster Chancery Court), Thomas Clarke Pilling Gibbons 
(1897, Northern Circuit) and George Hay Morgan, M.P. (1899). 





great lawyers. 


ion New Lord Chief Justice. 

LorpD ALVERSTONE has been succeeded in the office of Lord 
Chief Justice by Sir Rurus Isaacs, who, as Attorney-Genera’, 
had acquired a prescriptive right to the first offer of the vacant 
dignity. The new judge, for more than a dozen years, has been 
gene ally regarded as the leading advocate of the day, and is 
personally very popular with the rank and file of the common 
law bar. His career has been in many ways a remark ble contrast to 
| that of his predecessors. Unlike Lord ALVERSTONE, he had not 

the advantage of that public school and unive:s ty training 
which is usually the prelude to legal eminence in England ; but 
in this respect, it is worth while noting, bis career has resembled 
that of nearly all our great advocates as distinguished from our 
Thus, Lord Erskin&, who bas always been con- 
sidered our finest English advocate, was, first of all, a midship- 
man in the Navy, then an officer in the Guards, and it was only 
at the rather mature age of twenty-eight that he came to the 
profession which he adorned. HeNRY BROUGHAM, whose 
defence of Queen CAROLINE is the classic example of forensic 
oratory in Eng and, was educated in Edinburgh, and practised 
at the Scots Bar until bis stormy personality felt it necessary 
to seek a wider field for the display of his talents. RussELL 
and Serjeant BALLANTINE again, our leading Old Bailey 
practitioners in the Victorian age, were not University men ; 
RUSSELL began life as an Irish solicitor, and BALLANTINE seems 
to have acquired his early knowledge of the world by frequenting 
the gambling he ls of London and Boulogne, which he describes 
so atfectionately in his Experiences. And Sir Epwarp 
CLARKE came from the ranks of the Civil Service to the bar. 
It would almost seem as if the traditions and conventions of 
the two leading Universitics, admirable schools as they are of 
learning and character, somewhat unfit those who receive their 
training there from acquiring that intimate understanding of 
the average juryman’s point of view which is essential to 
the highest flights of forensic appeal. And probably the 
success of Sir Rurus in winning verdicts has been largely due 
to the unusually varied experiences of his early life. While 
stilla boy he ran away to sea, and lived a life of adventure 
and hardships before the mast. Abandoning this career when 
the boyish love of adventure was sated, he chose one almost 
diametrically opposite, the Stock Exchange ; and only when 
his speculations proved unfortunate did he discover that his true 
métier was the bar. it is not often that a career so different 
from the somewhat prosaic paths that bring legal success is 
crowned with the attainment of the high office which the 
abilities of Sir Rurus Isaacs have fully earned. 


| 


The New Attorney-General. 


VERY DIFFERENT, and much more orthodox, have been the stages 
by which Sir joHN Simon has climbed to the leadership of the bar 
at the early age of forty. There are some men who at all periods 
of their life seem, in the opinion of those who form their circle, to be 
obviously destined for great things, and the new Attorney- 
General shares with the Premier the distinction of being one of 
these men. Educated at Fettes College, the Eton of Scotiand, he 
at once gained an ascendency over the minds of his schoolmasters 
and schoolfellows, which led them confidently to expect for 
him the highest success. More than five-and-twenty years 
ago the writer of these lines, then a little boy, remembers well 
how an elder brother, home from Fettes for vacation, said to him, 
“ We've got a fellow called Simon at Kimmerghame House who 
is going to be a Radical Prime Minister, worse luck to us!” 
The concluding words indicated no unkindness towards the 
future Attorney-General; they were ‘merely a_ schoolboy’s 
way of expressing the common schoolboy feeling that an 
eminent Liberal is not exactly a person of whom to be 
proud ; they are akin to the remark of the little Harrovian, who, 


| taunted by an Etonian on the inferiority of his school, replied 


with crushing force, “ Well, at any rate we are not responsible 
for Mr. GLApsTong.” At Oxford, where SmMON was equally 
eminent in scholarship and as an orator at the union, the same 
fixed conviction as to his certainty of success was entertained 
by his fellows, Sir JoHN Simon has amply jastitied these pre- 
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dictions. At the bar he leaped into a first-rate common law 
practice almost at once; very soon, indeed, his distinguished 
appearance, debonair manners, and the charm of his luminous 
advocacy made hima marked favourite of all judicial tribunals 
before which he came, Taking silk at thirty-five, attaining the 
Solicitor-Generalship at thirty-seven, and the office of Attorney- 
General at forty, Sir JoHN Simon has rivalled in the rapidity of 
his advance a great predecessor whom he not a little resembles, 
namely, Lord MANSFIELD. Like MANSFIELD, he has long been 
equally a persona grata in the House of Commons and at the bar ; 
and, like MANSFIELD, he will probably one day be given the 
opportunity of choosing between a high judicial office and the 
leadership of a political party. 


The New Solicitor-General. 

ALTHOUGH less well known to the public at large, the 
new Solicitor-General is also a man of great distinction. Mr. 
BucKMASTER has long enjoyed a first-rate practice as a special 
at the Chancery bar, and he is one of the soundest equity 
lawyers we possess. Of late years knowledge of equity 
has been somewhat to seck among law officers, who generally 
seem to be chosen from the common Jaw bar. Indeed, one has 
to carry one’s memory back to Riepy and Davey, if not to 
JessEL and CaArRNs, in order to find an Attorney-General or 
Solicitor-General who has possessed any considerable knowledge 
of real “property law and the maxims of equity; and Mr. 
BUCKMASTER’S appointment forms a welcome break in the some- 
what monotonous succession of Temple practitioners who climb 
into ihe high places of legal office under the Crown. This 
preference for the common law bar on the part of political 
leaders is probably due solely to the accident that circuit 
practitioners find it easier to enter the House of Commons than do 
their brethren who practise in Lincoln’s Inn. They are known at 
all the towns upon their circuit, they are accustomed to addressing 
juries, and a seat in the House does not hamper them in their pro 
fessional work. Moreover, the type of ambitious young barrister 
who aims ata political career is naturally attracted by that bar 
which affords him experience of speech-making rather than by the 
dreary paper-work which forms so large a portion of every 
junior’s practice on the equity side. Mr. BUCKMASTER, curiously 
enough, belongs to both sides, or rather, he did so until he took 
silk. When a junior, he enjoyed a much larger practice in the 
King’s Bench Division than in the Chancery Division, and was, 
indeed, at one time regarded as the leading common law junior. 
When he took silk and specialized in Chancery, many of his col- 
leagues were rather surprised at the choice he had made, although 
time has more than justified it, In the world of politics, Mr. 
BuckMASTER has been very little known, and the occasions on 
which he has occupied the public eye have usually been those on 
which he has had the misfortune to differ from the more extreme 
members of his own political party, as, for example, when he 
defended Mr. Justice GRANTHAM against the charge of partiality. 
It is p'easant to know that his political independence and detach- 
ment have not prevented him from attaining the well deserved 
reward of legal promotion. 


The New King’s Counsel. 


Lorp HALDANE has appointed a new batch of King’s Counsel, 
and the new list contains twenty-four names. In two ways the 
Lord Chancellor’s attitude differs from that of his predecessor. 
Lord LorEBURN made his appointments only at distant and 
irregular intervals, whereas Lord HALDANE, who is the most 
methodical of men, has reverted to the old practice of publishing 
a new list once a year, namely, after the Long Vacation. Again, 
Lord LoREBURN’s lists were extremely small, sometimes contain 
ing barely a dozen names ; the new list has twice that number. 
Lord HALDANE, indeed, seems to have adoptel as his guide the 
golden mean between two antagonistic theories as to the gift of 
silk. One theory, which wemay describe as the trade union or the 
monopoly theory, is that the ranks of King’s Counsel should not 
be unduly flooded : new appointments should be made only when 
vacancies to a sufficient extent have occurred in the various 
branches of practice, and only those applicants should receive the 
coveted silk whose record shews that they have a reasonable 





chance of success in their new sphere. On this view Lord LOREBURN 
seems to have acted. The rival theory, which may be described 
as democratic, is that every man is the best judge of his own 
opportunities, and that no barrister who applies for silk should 
be refused jit, unless there is some special reason for 
objecting to his name. As a matter of fact, no Chancellor 
has ever acted quite in accordance with this doctrine, but 
curiously enough that high Tory, Lord Harspury, has come 
nearest to so doing. What exactly are the lines of Lord 
HALDANE’S compromise between these two theories we do not 
pretend to know, but we are quite sure that he does act upon 
some logical philosophic scheme which he could justify, if 
nee:ssary, by arguments drawn from the Dialectic of his favourite 
metaphysician HEGEL. At any rate, the results seem satisfactory. 
All the men about whose claim men of sense were agreed have 
been granted silk ; all the impossibles have been refused it; no 
doubt, some good men have been disappointed for a time, for 
reasons not based on their merits ; but, on the whole, the balance 
has been held very evenly’ between common law and Chancery, 
town and circuit, the general practitioner and the specialist. 


The Possession of Title Deeds and the Priority 
of Mortgages. 

A LETTER from “ A Solicitor,” which we print elsewhere, raises 
a very important question in connection with the recent case of 
Grierson v. National Provincial Bank (1913, 2 Ch. 18). A bank 
B takes from A an equitable charge by deposit of title deeds. A 
then makes a legal mortgage to C expressly subject to the bank 
charge, though, even without express notice, C would apparently 
be affected with notice by reason of the deeds not being in A’s 
custody. C did not give notice of his mortgage to bank B. 
Next, A pays off the bank, obtains the deeds, and deposits them 
with bank D, by way of new equitable charge, this bank having 
no notice of C’s legal mortgage. Joycr, J., as we have alreadv 
noticed (57 SoLictrors’ JOURNAL, p. 573), held that the legal 
mortgage had priority over bank D, but our correspondent 
points out that the trouble arose entirely through the failure of 
C to give notice of his mortgage to bank B, and he shews 
quite clearly how such notice would have prevented bank D from 
taking their charge. He admits that C was not bound to give notice 
of his charge to bank B, but he suggests that C, by reason of 
his failure to give notice, is the person who should suffer. 
Perhaps there is a contradiction here, for the only way in which 
a mortgagee can be compelled to give notice toa prior incumbrance 
seems to he to make him liable to postponement if he fails to do 
so. This is the principle of registration of deeds. No one is bound 
to register, but omission to do so means risk of postponement, and 
itseems that only a system of registration of charges could 
meet the difficulty. The point is, not that C has omitted the 
performance of any duty to possible future incumbrancers, but 
that such future incumbrancers have no opportunity of 
discovering C’s mortgage. It would, of course, have made no 
difference if C had purported to create a legal mortgage in favour 
of bank D, since the legal estate was ‘iin fact outstanding. The 
case, as our correspondent observes, has important practical con- 
sequences for persons who lend money on deposit of deeds. 


Relief to Trustees. 


A DeEcIsion of great importance to trustees has been given 
by the Court of Appeal in Re Allsop (Times, 18th inst.) Under 
section 3 of the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896, the court can relieve 
a trustee from the consequences of a breach of trust if it is of 
opiaion that the trustee in committing the breach of trust 
acted reasonably and honestly and ought fairly to be excused. 
Doubts have been expressed whether the jurisdiction under this 
section is confined to mistakes of an administrative nature, 
such as an erroneous investment, or whether it extends also 
to cases of wrong payment due to a mistake as to the true 
construction of the trust instrument or, we presume, to mistake 
in the identity of the person entitled to receive payment (see 
Davis v. Hutchings, 1907, 1 Ch. 356). But there appears to 
be no reason for thus confining the operation of the section, and the 
Court of Appeal has held that it has the more extended effect. 
The case arose under a will which created trusts in favour of 
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three tenants for life and then for their children. The testatrix 
died in 1887, and one of the tenants for life died in 1896. 
The trustees thereupon applied the income of his share for the 
benefit of bis family. This went on till 1906, when doubts 
arose as to the construction of the will, and on a summons being 
taken out in 1910, Parker, J., held that the trusts were only in 
favour of children living at the death of the survivor of the 
tenants for life, with an implied trust for accumulation of income 
till that date. This trust determined in 1908, at the end of 
twenty-one years from the death of the testatrix, and thereupon 
the next-of kin became entitled to the income including the 
income of the accumulations which should have been made. 
The present action was brought to enforce this title, and the 
trustees set up the Statutes of Limitation, including the 
Trustee Act, 1888, s. 8, and applied for relief under the 
Judicial Trustee Act, 1896 ; but the fact that the plaintiff's title 
only accrued in 1908 made the Act of 1888 inapplicable, and 
WARRINGTON, J., refused relief under the Act of 1896. On the 
latter point, however, the Court of Appeal have reversed bis 
decision. The Master of the Rolls adopted the language of 
Parker, J., in Re Mackay (1911, 1 Ch. 307): “If an ordinary 
bu-iness man might reasonably entertain a particular view of 
the covstruction of the instrument and the action of the trustee 
would have been justified if that view had been the true one, 
that trustee cannot be said to have acted unreasonably merely 
because this view of the construction of the instrument is wrong. 
Even when a trustee has distributed an estate on an erroneous 
construction of a will he has been relieved under the Act.” 
Th-re appears to be no report d case in which this has been done, 
but the Court of Appeal held that the present was a proper case 
for the application of the principle. The trustees had acted 
apparently on professional advice, though in the result it 
appeared that this advice was wrong. They came within the 
purview of section 3 and were entitled to relief. 


Commissioners of Assize. 


THERE HAS been some criticism in the press upon the 
appointment of Sir Frepekick Low to act as a Commissioner 
of Assize at Wells. ‘This criticism is not based on any doubt 
of Sir Frederick’s qualifications ; on the contrary, his standing 
is of the highest and his name has been freely mentioned as a 
candidate for law office in the near future. But he is a 
member of the House of Commons, and, by zealous defenders of 
constitutional propriety, his appointment is regarded as a breach, 
in spirit, though not in letter, of the statute which torbids 
judges to sit in that House. It is true that Recorders so sit, 
but their rank and status, as well as the scope of their duties, 
are inferior to that of a commissioner, who possesses all the 
powers of a High Court judge while he holds his commission. 
For on circuit, as is well known, judges do not act by virtue of 
their judicial office: they derive their authority from the com- 
mission which bestows on them the authority of ‘“Oyer and 
Terminer, Gaol Delivery, Nisi Prius and Assize.” In that 
Commission, in accordance with practice, are included the 
names, not only of the judges going circuit, but also of all 
the King’s Counsel practising on every circuit. Technically any 
one of those King’s Counsel, by virtue of this inclusion, 
has powers to try cases upon the request of the judge to 
assist him. But when a junior barrister, or a King’s 
Counsel who does not belong to any circuit, is empowered 
to act as commissioner, he requires to be appointed 
a Special Commissioner. Sir FREDERICK Low is, of course, a 
King’s Coun:el, and therefore acts, not as Special Commissioner, 
but as an ordinary member of the commission; this distinction, 
however, is a technical one, and is not regarded in popular 
phraseo'ogy, which describes all commissioners other than judges 
by the useful name of Special Commissioner. The technical 
distinction exists, however, and was pointed out in 1897 by the 
Attorney-General of the day (Sir RicHAaRD WEBSTER, now Lord 
ALVERSTONE), when Mr. DARLING, K.C., was appointed a com- 
missioner shortly before his elevation to the bench. Mr. 
DARLING was then member for Deptford, and therefore his 
appointment is a precedent for that of Sir FrepErick Low; 
there does not appear to have been any subsequent case in 





which a member of the House has received this honour. On the 
whole, although the matter is not of much importance, we are 
inclined to think the objection to members of Parliament acting 
judicially is a sound one ; so far as possible, both Special Com- 
missioners and Recorders should be drawn from the ranks of 
barristers who are not under the disability of a seat at St. 
Stephens. 


The Aisgill Verdict. 


THE VERDICT of the assize jury in the Aisgill accident case 
is a sufficient justification of the strictures we have at various 
times made on coroner’s juries in manslaughter cases. The 
matter was one in which the prima facie case of manslaughter 
was too clear to be passed over, and yet two coroner’s juries in 
succession declined to return the obvious verdict. And the 
same thing, as the reports in the press show, is being done week 
by week in cases of driving by persons other than railway drivers. 
The distinction is that railway drivers are always working in 
the performance of duties of supreme necessity to the public and 
under a continuous burden of responsibility, and no one would 
wish a momentary lapse to be punished like an ordinary case of 
manslaughter. The other drivers who are responsible for the 
tragedies of the country side have no such excuse, and yet, with 
rare exceptions, their conduct entails no criminal responsibility. 
Some day magistrates and coroners will discover that they exist 
to protect the public. 


The Abandonment of a Judgment. 


IN OUR issue of the 18th inst., in commenting on the Week 
End Ticket Case, wes tated that the plaintiff had abandoned his 
judgment. But from a letter in the Daily Telegraph of the 16th 
inst., sent by the plaintiff’s solicitors, we understand that he does 
not regard his notice abandoning the amount recovered as 
equivalent to an admission that the judgment was incorrect. 
He therefore objects to the description of it as an abandonment 
of the judgment. As stated in a note to a correspondent’s 
letter last week we propose to recur to the matter, 








The Quasi-Judicial Functions of 


Government Departments. 


Or late years there has been a growing tendency on the 
part of Parliament to entrust to Government Departments 
important duties of a judicial kind which formerly were left to 
the judiciary or magistracy. The result is that it has become 
necessary for the High Court to consider carefully the principles 
on which such departments are to act in fulfilling these novel 
duties, and, in particular, to ascertain how far the ordinary 
rules of judicial procedure are binding upon them. It has also 
had to consider how far the general jurisdiction to control 
administrative courts and inferior bodies by means of the 
Prerogative Writs (Mandamus, Certiorari Prohibiticn,) extends to 
such tribunals, especially when the Legislature, in conferring 
their powers, has expressly declared that the decisions of these 
quasi-judicial tribunals shall be final. An extremely important 
and very instructive case, whieh deals with both of these 
questions, has just deen decided by the Court of Appeal, where 
by a majority the decision of the Divisional Court was reversed, 
in Rex v. Local Government Board, ex parte Arlidge (reported 
elsewhere). 

The facts of the case are complicated, but put as 
concisely as possible are as follows. In January, 1911, the 
Hampstead Borough Council, acting upon powers conferred by 
the Housing, Town Planning, &c., Act, 1909, s. 17 (2), made a 
closing order prohibiting the use for purposes of human habitation 
of a certain dwelling-house belonging to one WILLIAM ARLIDGE. 
Now, in previous statutes which confer similar powers of closing 
insanitary dwellings, the district council has never been authorized 
itselt to determine the matter; either an order of justices con- 
firming its decision has been necessary to give it validity, as 
under the Public Health Act, 1875, or an appeal to the Court of 
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Quarter Sessions has been given to the owner, as under the Hous- 
ing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, ss. 32 and 33. But 
by the new Act, this intervention of the justices is expressly 
abolished, and an appeal to the Local Government Board is 
substituted (Housing, Town Planning, &c., Act, 1909, s. 17 (3) 
and (6) ). The Local Government Board is authorized by section 
39 (1) to make Rules of Procedure for the hearing of such appeals 
to it, but it is bound by two limitations: it must, if directed by 


the High Court, state a case for appeal, and it must not dismiss [ 


an appeal unless it has first held a public local inquiry. 
Subject to this limitation, it may make its own rules, may make 
such order “as it deems equitable,” and may award costs as it 
pleases. Now, Mr. ARLIDGE appealed to the Local Govern- 
ment Board against the closing order, although, for reasons which 
we have not space to discuss, he refused to attend the hearing 
“as a protest against certain action of which he disapproved.” 
A public local inquiry was held, and in February, 1912, the 
Board made an order confirming the closing order. They 
refused, however, to disclose the report of the Inspector who 
held the inquiry, on the ground that it was a “ confidential 
document,” and contended that in any event they were not 
bound to act upon it. Mr. ARLIDGE applied for a certiorari 
quashing their order, and in the Court of Appeal he has 
obtained it. 


Very interesting questions are raised by this decision of the 
Court of Appeal. Although at one time a matter of doubt, 
it may be taken as now established that, when a Government 
Department is invested in this way with quasi-judicial powers, 
the High Court has power to review in certain cases its exercise 
of those powers. In other words, the discretion granted to it is not 
an absolute discretion, but merely a judicial discretion, and as 
such must be judicially exercised ; otherwise the order purporting 
to be made in exercise of the power is invalid, and will be 
quashed by the High Court upon a writ of certiorari. Thus in 
Board of Education v. Rice (1911, A. C. 179) the Board of Educa- 
tion refused to make an order compelling a local education 
authority to fulfil its statutory duties under the Education 
Act of 1902, s. 16, although Mr. Hamitton, K.C. (now Lord 
HAMILTON), whom it directed to hold a public inquiry under the 
statute, had reported a default 6n the part of that local education 
authority. But the House of Lords held that the High Court 
could quash the Board’s order by certiorari and issue a writ of 
mandamus, requiring it to determine properly the question at 
issue. 

Now, the exercise of a judicial power may be invalid in three 
different ways. Inthe first place, of course, the judge may be 
biassed, and may only pretend to have considered the question 


judicially without having done so. Again, he may have 
mistaken the nature of the powers conferred on him, 
and the limits within which he has a discretion; this 


was what happened in The Board of Education v. Rice (supra). 
Lastly, he may infringe some rule of natural justice in the pro- 
cedure he adopts for hearing and determining the question before 
him, It is on this‘last ground that the majority of the Court 
of Appeal have decided that the order of the Local Government 
Board in Mr, ARLIDGE’s case is invalid. The appeal of the 
owner is a lis inter partes, to use the words of Lord Justice 
VAUGHAN WILLIAMS’ judgment, and must not infringe the 
principles which govern lites inter partes. One of those principles 
is that each party is entitled to a fair disclosure of all the 
evidence, oral and documentary, on which the tribunal acts, and 
must be given an opportunity of answering it. The report 
made by its Inspector to the Board is a document on which the 
Board acts ; some officer of the Board authorized in accordance 
with section 5 of the Local Government Board, Act, 1871, reads 
it and the other papers in the case, and gives the decision of 
the Board upon it; and this is issued under the seal of the 
Board, signed by the President and countersigned by the Secre- 
tary. Hence the document must, in natural justice, be disclosed to 
both litigants, and if this is not done there has been a “ violation 
of natural justice.” Another principle of procedure which must 
be observed, we may add, is that the tribunal which decides 
the question must not permit one of the litigants to be present 
to the exclusion of others when it is considering its decision. 





Thus, in a recent case not yet reported, the Divisional Court 
has held that the surveyor of taxes is not entitled to be present 
after the hearing of an appeal against income tax  assess- 
ment when the Commissioners are discussing the case. In 
Arlidge’s Case, we should add, Lord HAMILTON delivered a very 
able dissenting judgment, so that the case is almost certain to 
be carried for decision to the House of Lords. 








The Retirement of Lord Alverstone. 


THE retirement of one Lord Chief Justice and the installation 
of another in his place is the event in the legal world which 
corresponds most closely to the succession of a new monarch in 
the political sphere. For although the Lord Chancellor Is 
senior in rank, yet his office brings him hardly at all in contact 
with the public at large, whereas over every great constitutional 
trial the Lord Chief Justice is expected to preside. Moreover, 
Lord Chancellors come and go with the accession to office of a 
political party, whereas the Lord Chief Justice is always with 
us. His part it is, like that of a constitutional monarch, to 
maintain the dignity and prestige of the judiciary in all his 
public appearances. Hence his manner and bearing, his moral 
characteristics and intellectual altitude, become almost a part of 
the nation’s life; and when at last, death, old age, or ill-health 
parts us from him, lawyers feel, as the nation does when a 
monarch dies, that an event of unusual solemnity has intruded 
itself into the ordinary affairs of men. The regrets which arise 
from every such event are heightened in the case of Lord 
ALVERSTONE by the fact that a very general feeling of atfection 
was entertained fer him by the barristers who practised in his 
court. A certain largeness of personality won their respect ; 
his geniality and courtesy won their affection. Now that illness 
has disabled him from fulfilling the onerous duties of the 
great office he filled, it is sincerely hoped by all that his 
energies will not be wholly lost to his country: in the House 
of Lords, in the Privy Council, and perhaps as President of 
some important Royal Commission, he will still, it is hoped, give 
to the nation tho benefit of his long and ripe experience. 

For energy, combined with a powerful intellect and a lofty 
uprightness of character, has been the distinguishing feature of 
Loid ALVERSTONE’s career. Not even THEODORE ROOSEVELT 
or Kaiser WILLIAM, among the public men of our time, bas 
practised more thoroughly than he the ideals of the strenuous 
life. At Cambridge he distinguished himself as much on the 
river and as an athlete as he did in the schools—although 
there he gained a place in the lists both of wranglers and of 
classics. Called to the bar at the age of five-and-twenty he 
gained in a few years a,remarkably wide and general practice, 
held the now obsolete offices of Tubman and Postman in the 
Court of Exchequer—whose work since the Judicature Acts has 
been allotted to the Inland Revenue Counsel and the Junior 
Counsel for the Treasury—and took silk at the early age of 
five-and-thirty. That was then unusual, but since that time 
Lord HaLpang, Sir Joun Stmon arid Mr. F. E. Smiru have all 
taken silk at the same early period of their professional 
career. RICHARD WEBSTER was just two-and-forty when he 
attained the office of Attorney-General without having served 
as Solicitor-General, an office which he filled with great dis- 
tinction till his elevation to the bench as Master of the Rolls in 
1900. A few months later the death of Lord RussELL opened 
for him promotion to the Chief Justice-ship. 

While still in private practice at the bar, Lord ALVERSTONE 
impressed everyone with his vast capacity for work, his remark- 
ably wide and varied knowledge of cases and statutes, and the 
extraordinary range of his practice. He had not only a 
large general common law practice, but also practices 
in four other domains which are usually the preserve of the 
specialist—namely, the Commercial, Revenue, Railway _and 
Divisional Court bars. Since his day, no common law practitioner 
has ever joined more than one of those specialties to an exten- 
sive general or jury practice, and few indeed have possessed work 
of any importance in two of those fields. Indeed, we can hardly 


imagine, to-day, a local government specialist, constantly 
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appearing in the Divisional Court, who would be also a leading 
jury advocate. And a patent practice, nowadays, never falls to 
anyone who does not devote himself to that peculiar field 
alone. But WEBSTER was equally at home in all, and his 
own knowledge and the extent of his practice were so vast that 
no devil could be found to assist him in the whole of it ; hence 
he required a special devil who would devote the whole of his 
time to assist him in each branch. And, rumour has it 
each one of the numerous juniors who devilled for him found it 
hard work to master bis own limited fraction of WEBSTER’S 
work ! 

On the bench he displayed exactly the same energy—in one 
case, at least, rather to the embarrassment of his less herculean 
colleagues. We refer to the Court of Criminal Appeal, where 
he surprised everyone by mastering before he came into court 
the voluminous records sent up from below. Now the Court of 
Criminal Appeal has a vast deal of work to do, but at most can 
devote to it only one day a week. Some score or more of cases, 
applications and appeals come before it on that day. In each 
case there is a lengthy record containing, in addition to the 
documents, a précis of the shorthand writer’s note of the evidence 
at the tria!, which varies in length from thirty to 3,000 pages. 
Imagine one of those appeals coming before the civil Court of 
Appeal. First the appellant's counsel would open all the facts 
at length. Then the junior judge would read the judge’s note. 
Then the shorthand note would be read, with interludes of com- 
ment und argument by counsel. Then his points would he put 
and argued out with the bench. Finally, after each one of the 
three judges had started every hare he coul| find, and insisted 
on counsel joining in the chase, the other side would be called 
upon. A case of any size, dealt with in this careful and thorough, 
if leisurely, way, takes days to dispose of. Had the Court 
of Criminal Appeal followed the same  ethols, its work would 
never have been done. But Lord ALVERSTONR’s energy found 
a way out of it. He fixed the day of the court for Monday or 
Tuesday, and spent his week-end in reading the papers, digesting 
their contents, and noting the essential points. The moment 
counsel got up to open, the Chief at once directed his attention to 
the half-dozen places in the evidence that he deemed important, 
and confined the argument to these. The result was that in 
twenty minutes the gist of the appeal had been sifted from the 
lumber of the record, and the case could be disposed of. The 
other judges, who sat with him, at first found this embarrassing. 
They had relied on counsel's opening to inform them of the facts, 
and the course actually taken left them rather helpless. But 
soon the n»cessity for Lord ALVERSTONE’S method, if the work 
was to be done at all, commended itself to everyone, and now it 
may be regarded as the established practice in this court. Lord 
ALVERSTONE’S puisnes have learned to overcome their Sab- 
batarian scruples, and imitate his example by mastering their 
papers on the day devoted to this and other tasks of necessity 
and mercy. ‘ 

But energy, although a great qualification in a Lord Chief 
Justice, was not Lord ALVERSTONE’s only conspicuous merit. 
We have already referred to his wide and varied knowledge of 
law. Again and again, when a case has been argued before 
him by eminent counsel, he has referred to some material 
case not quoted before him—sometimes not even reyorted— 
which he has recollected. Criminal statutes, Local Govern- 
ment legislation, Rating Acts, Registration Acts, the decisions 
of the law courts and the Orders and Regulations of 
public departments—with all these he was equally familiar ; 
and it was seldom, if ever, necessary to open a case before him 
with a lengthy exposition of the relevant sections in a series 
of statutes. He knew them all already, and could dispense with 
those preliminary dissertations on the law necessary when an 
ordinary judge hears a case in the Divisional Court. The 
retentiveness and accuracy of his memory were indeed remarkable. 
It almost looked as if at some period he had committed to 
memory Chitty’s Collection of Statutes and Mews’ Digest of 
Cases. But it must be said that his knowledge of law was rather 


knowledge of statutes and cases than profound grasp of principles. 
Indeed, when he had to apply well-settled princip'es to a novel 
group of facts he not infrequently went wrong, or at any rate 
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gave unscholarly reasons for his decisions. In the famous case of 
Sheffield Corporat’on v. Barclay, to quote only one instance, he 
misapprehended the nature of an indemnity based upon an 
| implied request, and laid down his celebrated but erroneous obiter 
'dictum that “wherever two innocent persons have suffered 
\from the fraud of a third party, and one could have prevented 
| the frauyl by the exercise of care, that one must bear the loss.” 
'But while his grasp of legal principles was open to criticism, 
| his varied knowledge and his admirable common sense generally 
‘made his decisions right—although the principle might bs 
unsound—and rendered him one of the most useful of judges in 
Divisional Courts, where decisions on difficult points must be 
arrived at quickly without that luxury of leisurely consideration 
which is possible in the Court of Appeal and the House of 
Lords. 

As a man Lord ALVERSTONE has been truly admirable. His 
conscientiousness and manly pride shewed itself in the way he 
dealt with his father’s bankraptcy, which happened at the begin- 
ning of his career; he saddled himself with his father’s debts, 
and paid off by instalments every one of his creditors in full, 
This he did at the commencement of his career, when all young 
men wish to marry, and all ambitious barristers are anxiously 
counting the cost of a career in the House of Commons. In 
Parliament his sincerity and unswerving rectitude gained him 
the respect of friends and opponents alike ; he fought his way 
to power by the narrow path of party loyalty and fidelity to duty, 
and tried no short cuts along the lines of self-advertisement which 
readily tempt some too ambitious lawyers. On the bench he 
combined impartiality and unbending dignity of demeanour with 
a pleasant geniality of manner and a very marked kindness to 
young men. Much as he detested waste of time, he was a 
model of patience towards counsel honestly struggling to deal 
adequately with a point of serious importance to their clients. 
He never adopted high moral poses nor interjected his social, 
political and religious convictions into the midst of any case he 
tried. He will long be remembered by the bar which practised 
before him as a worthy successor to Lord COLERIDGE and Lord 
RussELt oF KitLowen. Higher praise it is not easy to give any 
Lord Chief Justice. 











The Late Mr. W. B. Pritchard. 


Tur death of Mr. WILLIAM BENNING PRITCHARD, which took place 
on the 14th inst., marks the disappearance from the scene of one of 
the most respected solicitors in the City of London. Born on the 
3lst of January, 1849, he was the eldest son of the late Mr. 
Wititiam TARN PRITCHARD, a well known Proctor of Doctor’s 
Commons. His education commenced at Richmond and was 
continued at Westminster, at which school he obtained a Scholar- 
ship. He was admitted a solicitor in Michaelmas term, 1873, 
and shortly afterwards became a member of the firm of PRITCHARD 
& Sons, and so remained until his death. He was for several 
years Registrar of the Dartford County Court, and was a 
member of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association and the Law 
Association. He was also a director of the Solicitors’ Law 
Stationery Society. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, who was married in 1874, has left a widow 
and two sons surviving him, of whom the elder son, Mr. G. W. 
PRITCHARD, has for several years been a member of his firm, 
and the younger son, Captain DouGLAS PRITCHARD, is in the 
Indian Army. 

The following tribute has been communicated to us by a 
correspondent, “ E. F. T.” :— 

“Mr. Pritchard was held in great esteem by his profess‘onal 
brothers, and justly so. Incapable of any act that was even 
remotely questionable, he could be implicitly relied on to conduct 
even the most hostile litigation with scrupulous fairness, and 
without ever introducing a note of personal bitterness. His 
professional life was throughout governed by the highest 
traditions, and no practising solicitor could have more 
consistently shewn that the interests of a client can be faithfully 
and zealously protected without picking a personal quarrel with 





the opposing solicitor. 
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“His knowledge of law and practice was very considerable, 
especially in the branches in which his professional interests 
traditionally lay; and he pursued with unwearying patience 
and industry the duty which he set before himself of getting 
to the bottom of every task, great or small, that his hand found 
to do, and always to give of his very best. 

“Tt is a striking tribute to bis attractive qualities and high 
character that his clients became attached to him as personal 
friends to a remarkable extent, but those who knew him best will 
have no difficulty in understanding how this came to be so. It is 
not for me to venture in your columns to lift the veil behind which 
lay his personal and private life; but I hope I may be permitted 
to say from intimate personal knowledge, that he was as unweary 
in well doing as he was in the discharge of his professional duties. 
No trouble was too great for him that could lighten the burden 
of others ; no good cause to which he could lend a helping hand 
ever went by him unaided ; no one who deserved his sympathy 
ever sought it in vain. To him might fitly be applied 
Thackeray's well-known definition of the word ‘gentleman’ ; 
‘What is it to be a gentieman? Is it not to have lofty 
aims, to lead a pure life, to keep your honour virgin; to have 
the esteem of your fellow citizens, and the love of your fire- 
side ; to bear good fortune meekly ; to suffer evil with constancy ; 
and through evil or good to maintain truth always ?’” 








Seats in Old Parish Churches. 


In rural England the amount of church accommodation may not 
call for immediate attention ; yet the question of the rights and 
manner of seating a congregation sometimes becomes a thorny one, 
and the unfortunate churchwardens discover such a diversity of 
parish opinion as to what is most convenient, or what are the 
stations and conditions of various inhabitants, that they come to feel 
that to be the parochial officers of the Bishop is a somewhat thankless 
office, and to envy those who held office in ante-Reformation times, 
when church pews and seats, as we know them, were not. When con- 
tending for right, or for a principle, the best of men tend to 
become strenuous and contentious, and possibly untractable. 

From the fact, frequently existent, that a particular pew has for 
generations been occupied by one family, or for many years by the 
successive occupiers of a house or farm, the public often make the 
not unnatural, if mischievous, deduction that by right certain pews 
or seats go with certain houses. The concept of the law, however, 
is that every seat in the body of the church—other than, of course, a 


responsibility, of disposing and ordering the matter in every ancient 
parish church in the diocese : Pefttman v. Bridger (1 Phillim. Ecel. 316): 
Fuller v. Lane (2 Add. 425); Clavert: y Vv. Claverley (1909, P. 195). 


How the churchwardens should exercise this important and exten- ; \ ; 
sive jurisdiction may be gathered from decisions, and directions for | usefully discussed in the space remaining at our disposal 


their guidance, to be found in the books. It seems better to-day to 
express the proposition in this form than in the more theoretical 
way that the general right is in the Ordinary—whose plenipotentiary 
local officers in the matter the churchwardens are—to arrange the 
sittings as he thinks best, and most in conformity with the rights 
of the parishioners. 

Moreover, as part of their paramount duty to preserve order, and 
prevent any contention or interruption during divine service (see 
Barton v. Henson, 10 M. & W. 105, and cases therein cited), the 
churchwardens are entitled to place some of the congregation in one 
part of the church, and some in another (Asher v. Calcraft, 18 Q. B. 
D. 607)—a power, it is thought, of considerable practical utility. 
But they should not unnecessarily and without cogent reason, dis- 
place a person from the seat which has been allotted to him (Pett- 
man Vv. Bridger, ulti sup.) ; nor, in any case should they de so without 
giving notice of their intention, and an opportunity for explanation 
or objection (//orsfall v. Holland, 6 Jur., VS. 278). Nevertheless 
an allottee’s possessory right—the right a parishioner acquires on 
a seat being allotted to him—to a particular pew or seat has, as the 
last remark suggests, its weight. Such right, for instance, connotes 





| 


the reservation of the pew or seat up to the time of the commence- | 


ment of the service (Claverley v. Claverley, ubi sup.), and is sutticient 
to maintain a suit against a mere disturber (Kenrick v. Taylor, 1 
Wils, 326). It gives, caeteris paribus, preference over a mere 
stranger. In fact, the principle is that possession implies the actual 
or virtual authority of those who have power in the church. And 


| 
| 








where, upon the occasion of the restoration of a church or the like, 
a pew is removed, those who were accustomed to occupy it should 
have new seats allotted to them, if they wish, in as nearly as possible 
the same part of the church : see Crisp v. Martin (2 P. D. 15). 

As testimony of the extent and completeness of the churchwarden’s 
authority under the Ordinary in the matter, an old case on the 
western circuit is frequently cited. In that case it appears that the 
plaintiff and B, another parishioner, both claimed to sit in a certain 
pew. The churchwardens gave the plaintiff notice that it was 
allotted to B. In an action arising out of the plaintiff, subsequently 
to the receipt of this notice, intruding into the pew, Mr. Baron Ro.re 
directed the jury that the churchwardens had a reasonable discretion 
in directing where the congregation should sit ; and one of the church- 
wardens, if he used no unnecessary force, had a right to remove the 
laintiff from the pew in question (Reynolds v. Monkton, 2 Moo. & 
hy 384). But the reader will not fail to observe that two facts were 
admittedly present in this case—an adjudication upon the dispwte 
by the churchwardens, and a proper notice to the plaintiff—which 
went, we apprehend, to justify the extra-judicial kind of remedy 
mentioned by the learned judge. 

The reader who takes pleasure in observing how ancient settled doc- 
trines are applied to modern circumstances may be glad to be referred 
to two or three instructive examples, The advent, about the middle of 
the Victorian era, of free seats in churches raised the very interesting 
question, which the Divisional Court was able to answer without 
hesitation in the aftirmative, whether churchwardens still retained over 
such seats authority to direct, for the maintenance of order and 
decorum, in which of them certain classes of the congregation may, 
and others may not, sit; and the question was made all the more 
serious because the notice in this case that all the seats were free, 
also invited worshippers to take any vacant place (Asher v. Calera/st, 
vbi sup.). The modern idea that the masses will be attracted if the 
seats at certain services are open to all comers evidently necessitates 
that the churchwarden’s powersshall include one to allot pews or seats, 
upon condition that the allotment shall not apply to certain services ; 
but any such limitaticn is w/(ra vires, and impinges upon a parishioner’s 
right to have a seat in his parish church allotted to him which he 
may occupy at all ofuiwary services, as prescribed by the rubric 
(Claverle y Vv. Clare rley, ubi sup.). And the twentieth century con- 
ception of the relations of the different classes in society brings into 
greater prominence the application of the direction given by Sir 
JoHN NICHOLL that, albeit a parishioner has a right to be seated 
according to his rank and station, the churchwardens must not, in 
providing for this, overlook the right of all the parishioners to be 
seated, if seats can be accorded them ; and, therefore, the wardens 
may not accommodate the higher classes beyond their real require- 


| ments to the exclusion of their poorer neighbours, although the 


latter are not entitled to equal accommodation, supposing all the 
seats not equally convenient (fuller v. Lane, ubi sup). 
From such decisions and dicta as we have mentioned, the spirit 


| in which churchwardens should discharge their onerous duty may 
prescriptive seat—is at the reasonable and discriminate disposal of | Teadily be ascertained, and for the rest, sweet common sense, tact, 
the churchwardens among all the parishioners, but, nevertheless, in | 204 urbanity will happily bridge over most difficulties uncovered by 


subordination to the Ordinary, who has the primary right, and | I 


mrecedent, that are lhkely to arise. 

The title of this article has excluded from consideration any seats 
within the provisions of the Church Building Acts, and another 
important topic—how the general right of the churchwardens and 
Ordinaty is displaced by a prescriptive right—is too large to be 
ini But th 
judgment of Lord PENZANCE (Crisp v. Martin, ub sup.), and some 
speeches in the House of Lords (/’Adlipps v. Halliday, 1891, A. C. 
228) will inform any inquirer what evidence is requisite to 
wove a prescriptive right to a pew or seat. It should, however, 
& mentioned that if any man thinks justice is not done him by the 
seat allotted to him by the churchwardens, his simple remedy is to 
apply to the Bishop for a revision and reform of the allotment, the 
primary right of ordering and disposing this often troublesome and 
difficult matter, resting, as has already been mentioned, not in the 
churchwardens, but in his lordship. 





Reviews 


Jurisprudence, 


Great JURISTS OF TRE WorLD. Edited by Sir Joun Macpone tt, 
C.B., LL.D., Fellow of the British Academy, and Epwarp 
Manson. With Portraits. John Murray. 

This deeply interesting book covers a period of some 2,000 years. 
It consists of a series of sketches of eminent jurists—twenty-six in 
all—contributed by various writers. It ccmmences with three of 
the most famous names in Roman Law—Gaius, Papinian, Ulpian ; 
it takes up the story after an interval of a thousand years with 
3artolus and Alciati in Italy, and still later Cujas in France, as 
representatives of the school of the Glossators who revived the study 
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and it comes down to the great Romanists of modern 
times, Pothier, Savigny, and last, and perhaps greatest of the 
race, Von IneRING, who died only a few years ago. Interspersed 
among these are philosophical jurists on the theoretical side, such as, 
Hobbes and Leibnitz, and on the practical side such as Bentham, 
whose influence was rather indirect than direct, and Beccaria, whose 
work wili some day be crowned with the abolition of capital punish- 
ment ; and jurists who have contributed to the establishment of 
jurisprudence as a science, such as Pufendorf. But perhaps the 
greatest names recall the jurists who have extended law beyond the 
bounds of the state and have laid the foundations of the inter- 
national law which, when men are sufficiently civilized, will replace 
war between nations, just as muncipal Jaw has replaced war between 
individuals ; in this list we have Albericus Gentilis, Grotius, and 
Vattel. Toa large extent, of course, these jurists devoted themselves 
to regularising war—itself a contradiction in terms—but this was 
because they took up the work that promised some immediate 
result ; not that they failed to have the distant vision of the time 
when law would reign supreme. And on a lower plane we are 
bound to put Lord Stowell—of whom an interesting sketch is given 
~-whose decisions fastened on this and other countries doctrines 
and practices which the humaner jurists are still endeavouring to 
repudiate. 

The number of English jurists included in the list, besides those men- 
tioned above, is small—only Lord Bacon and John Selden—and it is 
not surprising that Sir John Macdonell in the Introduction calls atten- 
tion to the singular selection which prefers these to famous lawyers 
like Coke and Mansfield, and which, coming to a later date, excludes 
Austin and Maine. It would be hazardous, perhaps, to prophesy 
lasting fame for Austin, but Maine surely should not be omitted ina 
book which includes Ihering. We need not, however, insist on 
omissions which the editor recognizes. Many ofthe sketches have 
appeared in the “Journal of Comparative Legislation,” and the 
collection, we gather, follows no definite plan. Sir John Macdonell 
suggests that if the volume reaches a second edition most of the 
omissions may be supplied, and he hopes that, supplemented by a 
brief narrative connecting the various lives, it may form the outlines 
of a history of jurisprudence. 

Amidst the bustle and confusion of practical law it is sometimes 
hard to realise that there is any science of jurisprudence at all. The 
Roman lawyers summed up the objects of jurisprudence long ago 
when they opened the Institutes with the words :—/uris precepta 
sunt haec: honest vivere, alte rum non luedere, 
The first covers criminal law, though it extends over the whole 
domain of morality as well ; the second is the key to the law of torts , 
the third to the law of contract and property. But they have to be 
expanded into a long list of principles, and the science of jurisprudence 
consists in reducing these to a well-arranged and harmonious whole. 
In the absence of such arrangement and harmony, the law is merely 
a collection of haphazard rules, and the chaos is increased by the 
continual output of legislation which simply alters here and there 
the existing law. It is difficult for the practising lawyer—whether 
in the office or in chambers, or as advocate in court, or as judge on 
the bench—when confronted with the mass of statute and case 
law, to remember that these things must be reduced to order if we 
are not to succumb to the burden of the law. It is here that in 
municipal law jurisprudence finds its justification and its task ; just 
as in international law it finds its justification and its task in estab- 
lishing the foundations on which permanent peace can be secured. 
We have, we fear, done scant justice to the book, but it is impossible 
to give in a short notice a proper impression of the interest which | 
its perusal gives, especially when so many of the names it commemo- 
rates are unfamiliar except to those who have read wide and deeply. 
But to students of law in its larger aspects Sir John Macdonell 
and his fellow-workers have rendered very valuable service. The | 
book is embellished by excellent portraits, but by some error they 
have all got paged in the wrong places. 


of Roman Law ; 


suum cuique tribuere. 


Company Law. 
HaNpBooK OF THE ForMATION, MANAGEMENT, AND WINDING-UP 





or JomntT Stock Companies. By F. Gore Brown, M.A., K.C., 
and WitttiaAM Jorpan, Company Registration and Parliamentary 
Agent. Thirty-second Edition. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 
Lod . 

7s. 6d. net. 


A book which has reached the 32nd edition may well be treated as 
past the range of criticism, but it may be noted that the present 
edition contains the text of the Companies Act, 1913 ; chapters on 
the Assurance Companies Act, 1909, and on Banking Companies ; | 
the latest Rules of the London Stock Exchange relating to Special 
Settlements and Quotations ; and the current practice of the 
Somerset House authorities with reference to Stamp Duties and 
other matters so far as they relate to Joint Stock Companies ; and 
the book has again been thoroughly revised and considerably ampli- 


fied, in order to include the latest alterations in company law and 
practice and the most important of the recent judicial decisions. 

The merit of the volume is that it contains, in very convenient size, 
and with all the advantages of clear arrangement and printing, just 
those points of practical importance which the lawyer has con- 
tinually to make use of, and its style is such as to make it ser- 
viceable also for persons—directors, secretaries, and others—who are 
concerned in the daily management of companies. For instance, 
Chapter V. of Book IT., on the Accounts of a Company, contains an 
excellent sketch of the principles on which profits have to be calcu- 
lated so as to be available for dividends ; and when matters have 
come to an end and the concern is in the hands of the liquidator, he 
will find equally useful guidance in Chapter IV. of Book IIIL., which 
contains an account of the various steps to be taken in the winding 
up. Altogether the book is a very useful and practical guide to 
company law and management. 





Books of the Week. 


Arbitration.—A Treatise on the Law and Practice of Arbitra- 
tion and Awards. By Joan P. H. Sorrr, B.A., LL.B., Barrister. 
Second Edition, Revised and Enlarged. By J. DawBarn Youn, 
Barrister-at-Law. The Estates Gazette (Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 7s. 6d. net. 

Criminal Law.—Forty Years in the Old Bailey, with a 
Summary of the Leading Cases, and Points of Law and, Practice. 
By Freperick Lams. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 10s. 

The Law Quarterly Review. October, 1918.—Edited 
by The Right Hon. Sir FrepertcK Pouiock, Bart., D.C-L., LL.D. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 5s. net. 

Common Law.—A Selection of Leading Cases in the 
Common Law. With Notes. By Wa rer SHIRLEY SHIRLEY, 
Barrister at-Law. Ninth Edition, by Richarp Watson, LL.B., 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 16s. 

Divorce,—The Divorce Reports from an American Standpoint. 
By J. ArrHur Barrett, of the United States Supreme Court Bar 
and English Bar. Reprinted from the Journal of the Society of 
Comparative Legislation. 








Correspondence. 


The National Insurance Act and the Liability of 
Employers. 
[7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—Since the coming into force of the National Insurance Act, 
1911, I have frequently been consulted, both by employers and their 
servants, as to whether the former are liable to pay wages to the 
latter during temporary sickness, and I have advised, though with 
some doubt, that the Act has not altered the liability of employers in 
such cases, and that the employee, if his disablement is not of a 
permanent nature, can compel his employer to pay his wages during 
sickness, 

That this was good law prior to the Act, is, I think, beyond 
question ; see Cuckson v. Stones (1859, 7 W.K. 134); K. v. Rashen 


| (1878, 38 L. 'T. 38); and the only section of the Act which seems to 


have any bearing on the subject is section 47, which provides for 
exemption from the provisions of the Act of certain classes of 
employment, “ in whieh a custom or practice is shown” to pay wages 
during disablement through sickness; sub-section 12 of which 
provides that nothing in the section shall relieve any employer 
from liability to pay wages during sickness to employees, “in 
accordance with any established custom.” 

This section seems to assume, although I submit erroneously, 
that in the absence of a special custom, an employer was not bound 
to pay wages during sickness. 

Employers, I find, now generally take the view that the payment 
of contributions under the Act relieves them from any responsibility 
to pay wages during sickness ; whereas employees generally seem to 
think that they, having contributed to the Insurance fund, ought to 
receive their wages during sickness, plus any. sickness benefit 
received by them; and this raises the further question, must 
the ‘employee give credit, as against his wages paid during 


| sickness, for any sums received as sick benefit, under the Act? If so, 


then it seems as if he was in a worse position than before the 
Act. 

So far I have not noticed any decision on the above points, and 
should be glad if you or any of your readers can throw any light on 
the matter. A CounTRY PRACTITIONER, 
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' Conveyancing Practice and Etiquette. 
[7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—We have read the letter of “Senex” to you in last week’s 
issue with much interest, but should like to hear what the general 
practice is with reference to requisitions on title. 

Speaking for ourselves, for over thirty years we have been 
accustomed to receive a copy of our requisitions from the vendor's 
solicitor with the latter’s replies. 

Is this not only etiquette, but the regular rule of practice ? 

Oct. 20. P. & C. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—Referring to the letter of “Senex” in your issue of the 18th 
inst., I cordially agree with his remarks as to the revision of drafts. 
3ut I cannot altogether accept his views on the subject of requisi- 
tions. He tacitly assumes, without actually asserting, that it is 
the proper practice to return the original requisitions and not a copy 
thereof. Though neither a “youngster” nor, I hope, “hasty,” my 
practice has invariably been to return a copy, and I venture to think 
that this is the correct course. The vendor is entitled to retain in 
his own possession the original requisitions, bearing the signature 
of the purchaser’s solicitor, the production of which may be of 
importance in the event of any question arising between the parties. 
Oct. 20. TENAX. 





[Zo the Kditor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—The letter of your correspondent “Senex” calls attention to 
a point of conveyancing practice which does not appear to have been 
definitely settled. 

For many years I adopted the course of returning the original of a 
purchaser’s requisitions with my answers. retaining a copy for refer- 
ence ; and I always felt [ had a small grievance against a solicitor 
who kept my requisitions and sent his answers on a copy, which 
frequently necessitated the comparison of the copy with the original 
draft. 

The point was, however, referred to the Council of the Law Society 
in 1886, and the latter expressed the opinion that the more general 
practice, which appeared to them to be founded on reason, was that 
the purchaser’s requisitions should be kept by the vendor’s solicitor, 
and that a copy with his answers should be sent to the purchaser’s 
solicitor. 

[ have also seen it stated, either in a text book or in your journal, 
that “ for obvious reasons” the opinion adopted by the Council is 
the correct one. ; 

[ should be glad to know what are the “obvious reasons.” 

My own view is that the alternative practice is the more convenient, 
especially as in simple cases one often dictates requisitions to a 
shorthand clerk, who transcribes them immediately for signature, no 
copy being retained. 

As regards your editorial note as to the sequence of coloured inks 
in revising drafts, surely black should be eliminated from the list, 
and I suggest that green should come before violet as being more 
readily distinguished from blue which precedes. Ss. W. 

{The inclusion of black as a revising ink was a slip. The list 
was intended to give all the colours appearing on the draft, original 
and subsequent. We believe we gave the usually accepted order, 
but it is quite possible that a different arrangement would suit the 
distinctions of colour better. 
uniform.—Ep. S./.] 


Members of Parliament as Commissioners 
of Assize. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—I had hoped you would have commented on the appointment 
of Sir Frederick Low, K.C., M.P., as a Commissioner of Assize. 
Surely it is an office of profit under the Crown ! 

My recollection is that this point was raised when Mr. Justice 
Darling, shortly before he was raised to the Bench and while a 
Member of the House of Commons, was appointed a Commissioner, 
and the difficulty was got over by his refusing to take the usual fee. 
I think the authorities promised then that the point would be borne 
in mind in future. SADDLER. 

Oct. 18, 


(See observations under “ Current Topics.”—Ep. S.J.] 





The Possession of Title Deeds and Priority of 
Mortgages. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—I have recently had my attention drawn to the case of 
Grierson v. The National Provincial Bank of England (Limited), 


The chief point is to have the practice | 


decided recently by Joyce, J., and reported in 1913, 2 Ch. p. 18, and 
it strikes me that the case is one which, if the decision is correct, has 
such far-reaching results that it is deserving of widespread attention 
| by members of our profession. 

The facts were very simple and can be stated shortly as follows}: — 

“A,” the owner of leasehold property, charged it to the G. and M. 
Bank to secure certain moneys, depositing the lease as security. 
Subsequently ‘“‘ A” created a legal mortgage by sub-demise in favour 
Lof “CO,” this mortgage being expressly subject to the mortgage to 
the G. and M. Bank. “C” did not give notice of his mortgage to the 
G. and M. Bank. Some time afterwards “A ” paid off the G. and M. 
Bank and took up the title deeds, which he then deposited with the 
N.P. Bank on the ordinary bankers’ charge, the N.P. Bank knowing 
nothing of the existence of the legal mortgage. 

Subsequently, “C,” the legal mortgagee, found out what had 
transpired, and claimed priority over the N.P. Bank, and on the hear- 
ing before Joyce, J., was successful. 

If this decision is sound, it seems to me that it will be impossible for 
anyone in future to lend money upon an equitable mortgage of title 
deeds. 

What could the N.P. Bank have done to protect themselves? In 
| what way could they have possibly found out the existence of “ C’s ” 
mortgage? Inquiry of the mortgagor would, probably, in most 
cases be useless. 

How is anyone who is requested to make an advance on an equit- 
able deposit of title deeds to ascertain that the mortgagor has not 
already created a legal mortgage in the way that “A” did in the 
case in question. 

But 1s the decision correct ? 
that it is. 

No one suggests that there is any obligation upon a second mort- 
gagee to give notice of his mortgage to a first mortgagee, but, if he 
does not do so, surely he ought to be bound by the natural and prob- 
able consequences of his failure to do so. 

But for the failure of “C” in the case under consideration to give 
| notice to the G. and M. Bank, the second deposit with the N.P. Bank 
could not have been made. 

Supposing that “C” had given notice tothe G. and M. Bank, then 
on payment by “A” the G. and M. Bank would not (except with 
“(’s” consent) have given up the title deeds to him but to “C.” 
Supposing then that “C” had requested the G. and M. Bank to hand 
| the deeds to “ A,” or having himself obtained them, had handed the 
title deeds to “ A,” who had then deposited them with the N.P. Bank, 
can it be suggested that in this case vlso “C” would have been 
entitled to priority over the N.P. Bank ! 

But if not, why should “ C” be in any better position because by 
reason of his failure to give notice he has enabled “‘ A” to do what he 
could not have done (except with “C’s” consent) if he (“C”) had 
given notice ? 

Query, whether it would have made any difference if “A” had 
purported to give a legal mortgage to the N.P. Bank. ia 
The case as reported seems to me to be so important to solicitors, 
| particularly to those who may have to advise banks and others who 

not infrequently lend money on equitable deposits of title deeds, 
| that 1am sure any comments or criticisms from yourself would be 
| much appreciated by manyy including the writer of this letter. 
Sept. 24. A SOLicitor. 
| [See observations under “Current Topies.”—Eb. S./.] 





For my part I can searcely think 








' CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


Re ALLSOP, Deceased. WHITTAKER v. BAMFORD, No, 1. 
14th, 16th, and 20th Oct. 

TrustreE—Breacnh or Trust—PayMENT oF INCOME TO PERSON NOT 
ENTITLED, THROUGH Honest Mistake or TrusteE—Dovstrut Con- 
STRUCTION OF Witt—LiiTaTION oF ACTION—RELIEF FROM LIABILITY 
—Trustre Act, 1888, s. 8 (1)—Jupicran Trustees Act, 1896, s. 3. 
The sole surviving trustee under a will, acting under professional 

advice, paid income from 1896 to 1904 to the widow of a deceased 
tenant for life, who was not entitled to it, and after his death in 1904 
his representatives continued the payment for a year. In 1910 the tru: 
construction of the will was determined by the court, which held that 
the income so paid should have been accumulated until 1908, when it 
became undisposed of until the period of distribution, which had not 
yet arrived, and an action was brought by the next-of-kin against the 
trustece’s re prese ntatives jor breach of trust. 


Held, that the Trustee Act, 1888, section 8 (1) (b), and the proviso 


thereto applied, and the action was not barred by lapse of time. 

Held, however, that the court had jurisdiction to relieve the defen- 
dants from liability under the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896, section 3, 
and, in the circumstances, would exercise it in their favour. 

Decision of Warrington, J., reversed. 





Hutchings (1907, 1 Ch. 356) dissented from. 


Davis v. 
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Appeal from a decision of Warrington, J. By the will of Catherine 
Allsop, who died in 1887, her residuary estate was settled upon trust 





to pay one-third of the income to each of her nephews and her niece | 


(the plaintiff) therein named, and subject thereto to hold the capital 


in trust for all the children of the tenants for life who should be 
living at the determination of the previous trust, to take at twenty-one 
or marriage. William Whittaker, one of the nephews, died in 1896, 


and five children, aged from 
The then sole surviving trustee 


leaving a widow, Louisa Whittaker, 


fourtecn to twenty-one, surviving him. 


of the will, Thomas Farmer, after consulting his solicitors, paid 
William Whittaker’s share of income to his widow, with the consent 
of the children, until his death in 1904, and the same course was 


followed for another year by the defendants, who were executrices of 


Farmer's will. Doubts having arisen, the defendants retained and 
invested this income from 1905, and in 1910 an originating summons 
was issued to determine the construction of the will. Parker, J., 
held that there was only one period of distribution—viz., the death 


of the survivor of the tenants for life, two of whom were still living 

that. there an implied direction to accumulate William Whittaker’s 
third shar: of income until distribution, a direction which became void 
1908 at twenty-one years from the death of 
was an intestacy as to such income. 


was 


in the expiration of 
testatrix, from which date there 
The plaintiff was found to be the represertative of the next-of-kin of 
the testatrix, and brought this action against the defendants as 
representatives of Thomas Farmer, claiming (1) accounts of the accu 


\ 
sne 


the | ‘ , 
| the breach of trust committed by their testator and to a small extent 


| benefit of his share. 


mulations of income of the said share made, or which ought to have | 


been made, since 1896; (2) that the defendants should replace all moneys 
found due on taking the accounts; and (3) payment to her of the income 
and accumulations from 1908. The defendants relied on (1) plaintiff’s 
laches and acquiescence in their acts; (2) the Statutes of Limitation, 
and in particular the Trustee Act, 1888, s. 8; and (3), if necessary, 
claimed relief against all liability to the plaintiff under the Judicial 
Trustee Act, 1896. Warrington, J., gave judgment for the plaintiff, 
with costs, and the defendants appealed from this order so far as it 
directed accounts and payments for the period between 1896 and 1905. 
At the the court reserved judgment. 


Tue Court allowed the appeal. 
Cozens-Harpy, M.R., having stated the facts, said that there had 


the conclusion of arguments, 


been undoubtedly a breach of trust, but in the circumstances several | 
points of law arose for decision. In his opinion the defence raised 
under the Trustee Act, 1888, section 8, failed. Sub-section 1 of that 


eection dealt with two a) where an existing statute would be 
available but for the fact of the fiduciary relation, and (b) where no 
existing Statute of Limitation applied. The present case came under 
Doubts had been expressed by some judges as to whether 


cases 


(4), not (a). 


any effect could be given to (a), see How v. Lord Winterton (1896, 
2 Ch. 626), but with great respect he thought that view was wrong. 
Burdick v. Garrick (5 Ch. App. 233) was a good illustration of the 
point. There an agent was sued by his principal for an account and 


for payment of the balance, and the Court of Chancery under the old 
law would not have allowed the Statute of Limitations to be pleaded 
as a defence where fiduciary relationship was made the ground of the 
case. Sub-section (@) applied to a case like that, and Romer, J., 
applied it in Thorne v. Heard (1893, 3 Ch. 530). If the case fell within 
(>) it was clear the statute would not avail, because the proviso at the 
end prevented it from beginning to run against a beneficiary till his 
interest vested in The plaintiff's interest did not so vest 
until 1908, so the statute was no bar. The proviso, he thought, applied 
to the whole of the sub-section. The next point 
of the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896 (which his lordship The 
appellants contended that the section gave the court jurisdiction to 
relieve them from personal liability for the breach of trust, and that 
the circumstances were such that the court ought to exercise its dis 
The respondents contended that the section applied only to a 
case of administiative blunder, and not to a case where 
money wae paid to a person not entitled. The point was of the utmost 
importance, and he could see no ground for narrowing or limiting the 
application of the wide words of the statute. The words ‘any breach 
of trust ’’’ were emphatic. He shrank from holding that where trustees 
divided an estate between A and B, acting under competent advice that 
A and B alone were entitled, they could not plead the section in 
answer to a claim by C. There were several authorities, however, to 


so 


poseession, 


read). 


cretion. 


executive or 


turned on eection 3 | 


which it was necessary to refer, and, after quoting what Kekewich, J.. | 


said in Davis v. Hutchings (1907, 1 Ch., 
in his opinion, the section did not apply to the case of a trustee who 
made a mistake in payment under the advice of counsel, his lordship, 
proceeding, said he was to that view. In National 
Trustees Company of Australasia v. General Finance Company of 
lustralasia (1905, A. C. 373) a company whose business it was to act as 
trustees divided an estate wrongly under the advice of their solicitor, 
and the court declined to relieve the trustees. That was an 
authority that the court had jurisdiction to relieve when payment was 
made to a wrong person, although the court there declined to exercise 
it, otherwise the enquiry would have irrelevant. In Re 
(1897, 2 Ch. 518), Romer, J., held that executors who had paid benefi 
claries sums for which an unpaid creditor sought to make them liable, 
were entitled to be relieved. He adopted the language qf Parker, J., 
in Re Mackay (1911, 1 Ch. 307), where he said that a trustee 
acted on a mistaken view of construction which an ordinary business 
man might reasonably have adopted ought to be relieved. Warrington, 
J., had held that the Act had no application where a trustee migcon- 
ceived his duty and paid money to a person not entitled, but with great 


unable accept 


case 


been 


at p. 365) to the effect that, | 


Kay | 


who 


respect he thought he was wrong. The jurisdiction must be exercised 
with great caution, and a trustee could not be considered to have acted 
reasonably if he had neglected to obtain skilled advice. In the case 
of a large estate it might be only reasonable that he should consult 
counsel of the first rank or apply by originating summons for the direc- 
tion of the court, but it would not be reasonable to insist on this 
where the estate was small. Here the clause in the will was obscure, 
and had to be construed by Parker, J. It seemed natural that the 
children of the tenant for life should on hie death be entitled to the 
The estate was small, one-third being only £1,400. 
Thirdly. on the death of the tenant for life, the then surviving trustee 
consulted his solicitor, who advised that the tenant for life’s children 
had a vested interest, and that he might pay the income to their mother 
while they were infants. Payment was 1egularly made to the mother, 
and this was known to the present plaintiff, who wrote to the solicitor 
in 1906 and urged him to let the widow have the income without further 
delay, as some of the children needed it. There was no reason to doubt 
that the money 6o paid was applied for the benefit of the family. In 
those circumstances, having regard to the perfect honesty of the trans- 
action, his lordship thought the court was justified in exercising the 
jurisdiction conferred by the section and relieving the defendants from 


by themselves. It was admitted there must be judgment for accounts, 
the precise form of which was accurately worked out in the notice of 
appeal. The appellants would have the costs of the appeal, but, having 
regaid to the correspondence, he thought there should be no costs in 
the court below. 

Hamitton and Swinren Eapy, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the 
same effect, the latter observing that trustees had no greater trouble 
than the interpretation of obscure wills, and that the words of the 


| statute ‘is or may be liable’’ pointed to such doubtful cases. But 


the opinion of the court should be obtained by originating summons, 
wherever there was any real doubt.—CounseEL, Clauson, K.C., and 
T. Ribton; Cave, K.C., and Chetwynd Leech. Soxtcrrors, J. B. R. 
Conder, for John Bamford & Son, Ashbourne; Z'aylor, Hoare, & Jelf, 
for Randolph Eddowes, Derby. 

[Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


REX v. LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. Lx parte ARLIDGE. 


No. 2. 25th, 26th, and 28th July ; 16th Oct. 
Hovusinc Acrs—AprpeaL to Loca GOVERNMENT BoaRD AGAINST 
Ciostinc OrpDER—PRocEDURE ON APPEAL—OBLIGATION TO HEAR 


To See Inspecror’s Report— 


APPELLANT—RIGHT OF APPELLANT 
Acr, 1909 (9 Ep. 7, c. 44), ss. 


HovusinG AND TOWN-PLANNING &C., 

17, 20. 

On ai appeal by the owner to the Local Government Board, under 
the Housing, Town-Planning, d&c., Act, 1909, from the refusal of a 
lucal authority to determine a closing order, the appellant has a right 
to be heard, and to see the inspector's report on the public inquiry 
held by him; and it is not competent to the board to determine the 
question before them as to whether or not the closing order should be 
confirmed or discharged solely upon the report of the inspector and the 
evidence laid before them in writing. 

So held, Hamilton, L.J., dissenting. 

Decision of Divisional Court (1913 , 1 X. 
L. 7 (K. B.) 313) reversed. 

Appeal by the applicant, William Arlidge, from a judgment of a 
Divisional Court (tidley, Coleridge, and Bankes, J.J.) discharging a 
rule nisi_for a certiorart, obtained by the applicant to bring up to be 
quashed a closing order, on the ground that the Local Government 
Board had not determined the appeal in manner provided by law. The 
Metropolitan Borough Council of Hampstead had directed their in- 
spector to hold a local public inquiry as to the condition of a house 
belonging to the applicant alleged to be unfit for human habitation. 
On the report of the inspector they made a closing order. Thereupon 
the owner applied to see the report, but this was refused, on the 
ground that reports were privileged from inspection. Mr. Arlidge 
then appealed to the Local Government Board. ‘There was some corre- 
in the course of which Mr. Arlidge was invited to state in 
writing any further evidence he wished the Board to consider, in 
addition to the evidence given at the inquiry. Mr. Arlidge refused to 
do this, saying that unless he was allowed to see the report he was 
unable to give any satisfactory evidence to rebut the findings in the 
report on which the Local Government Board were to confirm or dis- 
charge the closing order. Before the appeal was heard he received a 
document signed by the President of the Local Government Board, 
stating that ‘‘after careful and impartial consideration of the facts 
and the evidence given at the said inquiry, and the report of their 
inspector, an order was made on the 26th of February, 1912, under 
the seal of the Board, confirming the refusal of the Borough Council 
to determine (i.¢., cancel) the said closing order.’’ From that decision 
Mr. Arlidge appealed to the King’s Bench Division of the High Court. 
The Divisional Court held that on an appeal to the Local Government 
Board by the owner of a house against the refusal of a local authority 
to determine a closing order made by them under section 17 (2) of the 
Housing and Town-Planning, &c., Act, 1909, the appellant was not 
entitled to be present at the appeal, nor was the Board bound to hear 
him and his witnesses upon it. In their opinion it was competent to 
the Board to determine the question before them as to whether or not 
the closing order should be confirmed or discharged solely upon the 
report of the inspector, who had held a public local inquiry provided 


B. 463, 11 L. G. R. 242, 82 
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for by section 39 (1) (b), and upon the perusal of written statements by | 


the parties. Accordingly they dismissed the appeal and discharged 
the rule. The applicant appealed. Cur. ade. vult. 

VauGHAN WiLLiaMs and Buck ey, L.JJ., held that the owner of pro 
perty in respect of which a closing order had been made was entitled, if 
he desired to appeal, to see the report of the inspector, so that he might 
meet and, if he could, disprove the facts on which the closing order pro- 
ceeded, and this having been refused the appellant, he was entitled 
to have the closing order set aside. 
a “‘reprehensible practice’’ the growing tendency of Government 
Departments to treat as privileged from inspection reports to them by 
persons appointed to hold inquiries, in all cases where the rights of an 
individual were affected by a decision based on such report. In their 
opinion they should be open to inspection of persons interested in the 
inquiry. Such inquiries were public inquiries, and the reports, which 
were analogous to judgment after trial, should be treated as public 
documents. Further, in their opinion, the applicant was entitled to 
be heard, on the ground of natural justice, and to give his evidence by 
calling witnesses, or otherwise, before his appeal to the Local Govern- 
ment Board—to which body a right of appeal was expressly given— 
could properly be dealt with. 

Hamitton, L.J., took the view that the Divisional Court was right, 
and the appeal should be dismissed. By a majority the appeal was 
allowed, with costs, and the rule for a certiorari made absolute.— 
CounsEL for the appellant, Macmorran, K.C., 
Brooke Little; Sir John Simon, 8.G., re Brans son shewed Cause on 
behalf of the Local Government Board ; 8. Turner on behalf of the 
Hampstead Borough Council. Soxicrrors, “Rubin stein, Nash & Co.; 
Sharp, Pritchard, "a Co.; A. P. Johnson. 

[Reported by Emsxine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re 8COTT. Ec parte PARIS-ORLEANS RAILWAY CO, 
C.A. No. 1. 17th Oct 
BankRuptcy—Recetving Orper—‘ Surricient Cause”? ror ReFusaL 
or Receiving OrpeR—EXISTENCE OF VALID Deep or AssIGNMENT— 

No Assets—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr., c. 52), s. 7, 

SUB-SECTION 5. 

Even in a case where the debtor has assigned all his assets to a trustee 
for the benefit of creditors by a deed which has become unimpeachable 
by lapse of time, the count will not refuse to make a receiving order 
unless clearly convinced, not only that there are, but also that there 
will be, no assets in the bankruptcy. 

Appeal from a decision of the Divisional Court (Phillimore and 
Bucknill, JJ.) reversing the refusal of a receiving order by the 
registrar of the county court at Newcastle. The debtor, who had 
cariied on business on a large scale as a coal exporter, got into diffi- 
culties towards the end of 1912, and on the 1st of November, 1912, 
executed a deed of assignment for the benefit of his creditors, his 
liabilities amounting to over £170,000. His father-in-law and certain 
colliery companies who were his creditors agreed to contribute £5,500 
towards the payment of a composition of his debts provided that he 
was not made bankrupt. Several meetings of the creditors were held 
to discuss the deed of assignment, and on the 3rd of January, 1913, it 
was assented to by all the creditors except the petitioning creditors, 
the Paris-Orleans Railway Co., whose claim amounted to £24,500. 
Their claim being for unliquidated damages, they had not at that date 
a good petitioning creditor’s debt, so they issued a writ on the 4th 
of January, and applied for a speedy trial in the Commercial Comt. 
The debtor, however, managed to delay them by setting up a defence 
which was ‘afterwards withdrawn, and on the ilth of February they 
signed an interlocutory judgment for damages for breach of con 
tract, and on the 10th of March they obtained final judgment for 
£24,398, with costs, which brought the total up to £24,500 4s. 4d. 
They issued a bankruptcy notice on the 4th of April, and presented a 
petition on the 12th of April. The petition came on for hearing before 
the registrar of the county court at Newcastle, who dismissed it on 
the grounds (1) that there were no assets and no reasonable probability 
of there being any assets in the bankruptcy, as the debtor had ccn 
veyed everything he had to the trustee- under the deed, which, having 
been executed more than three months before the presentation of the 
petition, was now valid ; (2) that the ae of a receiving order would be 
to destroy some of the assets—viz., the £5,500 promised by the father 
in-law and others, and a profit of £1 000 which would be e arned on a 
coal contract which was voidable in the event of the debtor ‘‘ becoming 
subject to the bankruptcy laws.’’ On appeal to the Divisional Court 
this decision was reversed and a receiving order made, the court not 
being satisfied that there was no possibility of assets coming in during 
the bankruptcy. They also held that the sum of £5,500 which it was 
alleged would be lost was not an asset in the bankruptcy, and pointed 
out that the coal contract had probably become voidable by the debtor's 
commission of an act of bankruptcy. The Divisional Court refused 
a stay of proceedings, and upon the public examination it was dis 
covered that the debtor had obtained employment at a salary of £350 
a year, out of which he consented to set aside £70 a year for the benefit 
of his creditors. The debtor now appealed against the order of the 
Divisional Court. Counsel for the appellant contended that this was 


a case where there was sufficient cause for refusal to make a receiving 
order. 


( 


Their lordships characterised as, 


Upjohn, K.C., and | 


There were no assets, because the debtor had assigned all his 
' 





assets to the trustee under the deed, and both he and his solicitor had 
sworn that he had no expectation of any reversions, and had not been 
cross-examined on the point. It was clear that in a business sense 
and there would be a certain loss of £5,500 and 
of £1,500 profit on the coal contract if the receiving order stood. It 
was also a feature in the case that the petitioning creditors were the 
only dissentients from the deed. The case was one in which the 
egistrar had discretion to refuse a receiving order, and he ought not 
to have been reversed unless he had acted on a wrong judicial principle. 
They cited Lx parte Robinson, Re Robinson (22 Ch. D. 816), Le Otway 
(1895, 1 Q. B. 812), Re Betts (1897, 1 Q. B. 50), Re “~* (3 Mans. 
291), ite Leonard (3 Mang. 43), Re Hecquard (24 Q. B. 71), and 
Re Dixon (13 Q. B. D. 118). Counsel for the tte ‘submitted 
that the contest was really between creditors who desired the debtor’s 
business to be wound up privately and a creditor who wanted a public 
investigation. There was no doubt but that the debtor was hopelesely 
insolvent. The fact that there was a private arrangement with ninety- 
nine creditors was no ground for depriving the hundredth creditor of 
a receiving order : Es out Oram, Re Watson (15 Q. B. D. 399). The 
creditors who have assented to the deed will not lose any benefits there- 
under except the £5,500, for the coal contract was repudiated, while 
the act of bankruptcy of the 1st of November, 1912, was still available. 
It was voidable in the event of the debtor ‘‘ becoming subject to the 
bankruptcy laws,’’ and it had been held in Fawcett v. Fearne (6 Q. B. 
20) and in Re Reis, Lx parte Clough (1904, 1 K. B. 451) that ‘* become 
bankrupt’? means commit an available act of bankruptcy. If thie 
contention were wrong, then the trustee under the deed could enforce 
the contract, and the receiving order would not destroy this asset. As 
to the point that there were no assets, the court had made a receiving 
order in Re Murietta (3 Mans. 35), where, as in the present case, there 
was an unimpeachable deed of assignment for the benefit of creditors 
in existence. The state of facts which had been elicited at the public 
examination shewed that the judges in the Divisional Court were right 
in refusing to hold that there was no possibility of assets arising in 
the bankruptcy. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R. (after stating the facts).—The question in this 
case is whether there is sufficient cause for refusing to make a receiving 
order. The registrar thought there was sufficient cause because there 
was an unimpeachable deed of assignment of the debtor’s assets, 
because only one creditor desired to take a rec eiving order, and because 
there were promises of friends to contribute £5, 500 towards payment 
of the debts and prospects of profit from a beneficial contract. It is 
no answer to the petition to say that only one creditor wishes the 
estate to go into bankruptcy, especially when that creditor is one for 
so large an amount. Nor is the existence of a deed of assignment any 
answer. The authorities are conclusive on that point in cases where 
it has been executed within three months of the presentation of the 
petition, and Ze Murietta (3 Mans. 35) shews that it is no answer 
even when the deed cannot be upset. Although the trustee in bank- 
ruptcy cannot get at the assets comprised in the deed, he can get at 
after acquired property. As to the contention that assets will be 
destroyed, the sum of £5,500 is not an asset, but a gift promised by 
relations and friends; there is no enforceable contract to provide it; 
it is a mere gratuity; nor is there any reason why it should not still 
be provided “notwithstanding bankruptcy. As to the coal contract, 
this court will not prejudice ‘the rights of the parties to it by deciding 
whether it is enforceable or not. ‘At any rate, it is arguable whether 
the colliery company has not a right to determine it. On the question 
of discretion, I think that the Divisional Court took the right view, 
and their decision must be, affirmed. 

Hamitton, L.J.—The rule as to the exercise of discretion in such 
cases as this is laid down by Lord Esher in Fe Betts (3 Mans., at 
p. 289), and is that if the court be ‘clearly convinced ’’ that there 
it may refuse to make a receiving order. 
I am not ‘ clearly convinced’ or convinced at all on this point. The 
registrar thought further investigation futile, but further investigation 
has shewn assets. Ag to the assets which it is alleged will be destroyed, 
it has not been proved that the £5,500 promised by relatives “and 
friends will not be forthcoming even if a receiving order be made. 
As to the contract, there is a question whether there is a good cause 
of action upon it, and I am not satisfied that it is of any substantial 
pecuniary value, 

Swinren Eapy, L.J.—I cannot accept the suggestion that there ie 
no chance of produced by the future exertions of the 
bankrupt. Three large colliery companies who are creditors have pro- 
mised to contribute something towards the payment of the debts. 
They are not likely to have done that out of sentiment, but more 
probab ly in contemp lation of future business with the debtor. Further, 
the debtor has in fact alre: ady got a considerable salary. There is a 
reasonable expectation that the petitioning creditor, who is now the 
sole creditor, all the others having given releases of their debts, may 
get something out of the future exertions of the debtor. The argu- 
ments based on Ae Otway are disposed of by Lord Esher in Pe Birkin 
3 Mans., at p. 292): ‘* But to get the benefit of /?¢ Otway the debtor 
must make out that there is only one asset, and that the effect of the 
receiving order will be to destroy that one asset. It is not enough to 
shew that there will probably or possibly be no other assets.’’ In the 
cases of Re Robin on (22 Ch. D. 816) amd He Betts (3 Mans. 287), 
where a receiving order was refused, there was in the first case a Scotch 
sequestration and in the second case a previous bankruptcy in exist- 
ence which would have swept in any future assets. There are no such 


there were no assets, 


are no assets and will be none, 


assets being 


circumstances in the present case, and the receiving order must stand. 
CounseL, Clayton, K.C., 


Appeal dismissed.- and Zindal Davies; EB. W. 
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Hans /, Sowicrrors, Ie yolese & Co., for Ingledew & Fenwick, New- 
cutie upon-Tyne; Cattarns & Cattarns. 
[Reported by P. M. Francxe, Barrister-at-Law.] 





CASES OF LAST SITTINGS 
High Court—Chancery Division. 


te NATIONAL TELEPHONE CO. (LIM.). Sargant, J. 
15th and 16th July. 

COMPANY—WINDING-UP Assets—Ru1cuts or VARIOUS CLASSES 
or SHAREHOLDERS—INFERENCE FROM PAYMENT OF PREFERENTIAL 
DivipeNp ON Prererence SuHares—Ricur ro Take Furtruer Divi 
DEND NEGATIVED. 


SURPLUS 


Where preserence share are issued with a paid preferential dividend 
at a specifi d rate, the right to take any further dividend in the distri 
f the company on a winding-up is negatived. 


bution of the surplus assets ¢ 
(39 Ch. Div. 1) distinguished. 


Re Bridgewater Navigation Co 

This was a summons taken out by the liquidator in a voluntary 
winding-up of the company, asking for the determination of certain 
questions as to how the holders of the first, second, and third preference 
shares and of the preferred and deferred stock were'to participate in 
a sum of about £200,000 suiplus assets of the company remaining afte: 
repaying to all the holders of shares and stocks the amounts paid up 
ou the shares and stocks held by them. It appeared that the sum of 
£200,000 which remained for distribution was left after taking into 
account a sum of over £300,000, which represented interest paid by the 
Postmaster-General on the purchase-money for the undertaking of the 
company. The company was incorporated in 1881, with a nominal 
capital of £600,000, divided into preference and ordinary shares. 
In 1889 the company bought up the undertakings of some 
other telephone companies, and special resolutions were passed 
substituting a new set of articles for the original articles. 
The purchase required the creation of new share capital, and on this 
and other occasions the capital was increased. The company’s business 


came to an end on the 31st of December, 1911, and in January, 1912, 
the special resolution for voluntary winding-up was confirmed. There 
were then: five classes of shareholders and stockholders: First prefer- 


ence shareholders, £150,000; second preference shareholdtrs, £150,000 ; 
third preference shareholders, £1,250,000; preferred stockholders, 
£2,.225.000: deferred stockholders, £3,725,000. Counsel for the first 
preference shareholders contended that they were entitled to share 
rateably with the various other classes in the surplus assets. This claim 
was disputed by counsel for the second preference shareholders, who 
claimed that the second preference shareholders were entitled to parti 
cipate to the exclusion of the first, while counsel for the third prefer- 
ence shareholders disputed the claims of both the others. Counsel for 
the preferred stockholders contended that they were entitled to interest 
on their shares during the interval between the winding-up and the 
final award. Counsel for the deferred stockholders disputed the claims 
of all the others, and claimed that the whole of the surplus assets 
should be distributed among the deferred stockholders. 

SarGant, J., after stating the facts and reading portions of the 
articles of association of the company and the resolutions passed there 
under on the creation and issue of the various shares, and coming to the 
conclusion that on the true construction of such articles and such resolu- 
tions (1) the first, second and third preference shareholders were not 
entitled to any return except of the capital paid up on their respective 
shares; (2) the deferred stockholders were entitled to the whole fund ; 
and (3) the preferred stockholders were not entitled to interest, said : 
Where preference shares are given with a paid preferential dividend at 
a specified rate, in my opinion the right to take any further dividend 
is, in the absence of other cir umstances to the contrary, in effect nega- 
tived. This is not a case like the case of Re Bridge water Navigation Co. 
(39 Ch. Div. 1), where the Court of Appeal upheld the judgment of 
North, J., finding in favour of the preference shareholders sharing in 
the surplus assets. North, J., found in that case there had been no 
contract between the parties as to the mode of division of any surplus, 
and he accordingly directed that it should be divided on equitable 
principles. —Counset, Danckwerts, K.C., and Percy F. Wheeler; 
Butcher, K.C.. and J. Austen-Cartmell; P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and 
Beebee; Jenkins, K.C., and 7. J. C. Tomlin; Russell, K.C., and 
Whinney; Younger, K.C., and H. Asquith. Soricrrors, W. #. Hart; 
Vann Crimp; Hatchett-Jones, Bisqood, & Marshall ; Collyer, Bristow, 
& Co.; Sandford & Co.; Ashurst, Morris & Co. 

{Reported by L. M. Mar. Barrister-at-Law.] 


MORRELL v. STUDD AND MILLINGTON. Astbury, J. 30th July. 
Statute or Fravps—Conrract—Sate or Lanp—MEMORANDUM IN 
Writinc—Time ror Acceptance Limitep—ACCEPTANCE OUT OF TIME 
[IMPLICATION OF Parot AGREEMENT ErrHerR to Extenp TIME OR TO 
Treat ACCEPTANCE AS VALIp—29 Car. 2, c. 3, s. 4. 


An agreement to ex tend the time for acceptance, or an agreement that 


an acceptance which was out of time she yuld be treated as a valid accept- 
ance so as to create a contract, is not an agresmens within section 4 of 
the Statute of Frauds (29 Car. 2, c. 3, 8. 4), which requires to be 


evidenced in writing, if the memorandum contained in the signed offer 


is otherwise su fic tent. 


Goss v. Lord Nugent (1833, 5 B. & Ad. 58) distinguished. 


The plaintiff in this action was a vendor asking the court for specific | 
‘ 


performance, and the facts were as follows :—In 1912 Messrs. Stiles, 
house agents, having heard that the plaintiff's premises, 60/61, Burl- 
ington-arcade, were for sale, included them in their advertisements 
without any special instructions, and on the 30th of August, 1912, the 
defendants wrote for particulars. On the 2nd of September, 1912, 
Messrs. Stiles, after communicating with the plaintiff’s solicitor, replied 
giving particulars, and saying, ‘‘1f you are prepared to make an offer 
for the lease we will communicate with our client, and do our best to 


| arrange satisfactory terms for you.’’ They then arranged the terms of 


a formal offer, which the defendants were to send them. On the 20th 
of September the defendants signed the offer and sent it to Messrs. 
Stiles, who sent it to the plaintiff’s solicitor on the same day. The 
plaintiff's solicitor at once forwarded it to the plaintiff, who received 
it on the 2lst of September. The offer, which omitted the day of the 
month, was as follows :—‘‘C. Morrell, Esq., 60/61, Burlington-arcade, 

September, 1912.—We hereby offer to purchase your interest in 
the lease of these premises for the sum of £1,000, to include 
the fixtures and fittings, completion to take place at the end 
of March, 1913, the purchase-money being paid as to £250 
down, and as to the balance within two years, bearing interest 
at 5 per cent., and to be secured to your satisfaction, possession 
to be given on the 24th of March, 1913. This offer is subject to our 
being able to obtain a new lease from Lord Chesham in the usual form 
granted by the estate at the same rent as you are now paying, viz., 
£260 per annum, exclusive of rates and taxes, and to our being per- 
mitted to carry on upon the premises the business of overcoat makers 
and outfitters. You are for the space of a month to be at liberty to 
accept this offer conditionally upon your being able to make satisfac- 
tory arrangement for the realisation of your stock and your premises 
in the Arcade, and if not accepted, conditionally or otherwise, within 
that time the offer is withdrawn.—Yours faithfully, C. M. Studd, 
8S. Millington.”’ On the 18th of October, 1912, the plaintiff’s solicitor, 
S. Tonkin, having communicated with the plaintiff and the landlord’s 
solicitors, posted the following acceptance to Mesers. Stiles :—‘‘ Friday, 
18th of October, 1912. Messrs. C. M. Studd and 8. Millington. Dear 
Sirs,—e 60/61, Burlington-arcade. Referring to your offer received by 
Messrs. Stiles on the 20th ultimo, I am instructed by my client, Mr. 

Charles Morrell, as follows :—Subject (a) to my client being able to 
make satisfactory arrangements for the realisation of his stock and his 
other premises in the Arcade; (+) to the purchase money being secured 
to his satisfaction ; (c) to the consent of Lord Chesham to the carrying 
on upon the premises of your business of ‘ overcoat makers and out- 
fitters’ to accept your said offer. I have already communicated with 
Lord Chesham’s solicitors, and expect to hear from them early next 
week.—Yours faithfully, S. Tonkin.’’ This acceptance was received by 
Messrs. Stiles on the 19th of October, 1912, and on the same day they 
wrote to the defendants enclosing a copy of the acceptance, and asking 
what security they could give for the deferred portion of the £1,000 
premium. This letter was delivered by hand on the same day. On the 
24th of October, 1912, the defendants supplied the plaintiff’s solicitor 
with references as to their financial stability. The plaintiff’s solicitor 
took up these references and found them _ gatisfactory. Con- 
siderable further correspondence and a few interviews as to conditions 
(a), (6), and (c) then ensued, during which condition (a) was waived, 
and condition (¢) complied with. Various proposals were made as to 
condition (6), but no arrangement was come to, and on the 10th of 
January, 1913, two months before the time fixed for completion, the 
defendants’ solicitor withdrew their original offer. On the 28th of 
January, 1913, the plaintiff commenced this action for specific perform- 
ance of the,agreement contained in the original offer and acceptance, 
or for damages. During the course of the negotiations as to conditions 
(a), (b), and (c) it was never suggested that the original acceptance was 
out of time, but after action brought the defendants for the first time 
discovered that the word ‘‘month’’ in their offer legally meant a 
‘junar month,”’ expiring on the 18th of October, 1912 (see Bruner v. 

Moore, 1904, 1 Ch. 305), and in addition to other defences, which failed, 
they raised the point that the acceptance was out of time. Counsel for 
the plaintiff contended that Messrs. Stiles were the defendants’ agents 
to receive the acceptance, which was accordingly posted in time. If 
the Court was against them on this they further contended that the 
defendants’ conduct implied either a previous parole agreement to 
extend the time or an agreement to treat the acceptance as valid. 
Counsel for the defendants disputed the agency of Messrs. Stiles, and 
in answer to the “implied agreement’’ point set up the Statute of 
Frauds. 

Asrsury, J., after stating the facts, said: I hold that no previous 
authority was given to Messrs. Stiles, & Co. to receive the acceptance, 
but in view of the facts of this partic ular case, and particularly in 
view of the covering letter sending on a copy and not the original to 
the defendants, who did not de mand the original, I have come to the con- 
clusion that there has been a subsequent ratification of their authority 
to receive it. I therefore decide that the acceptance was posted in time. 
But even if I had not so decided I should have decided that the defen- 
dants’ conduct showed either a previous parol agreement to extend the 
time or an agreement to treat the acceptance as valid, which is suffi- 
cient : see Bruner v. Moore (1904, 1 Ch. 305, at p. 312). This leaves 
only the question whether the Statute of Frauds is a good defence. 
After examining the cases, it appears to me that the result of them is 
that neither a plaintiff nor a defendant can at law avail himeelf of a 
parol agreement to vary or enlarge the time for performing ‘‘a cou- 
tract previousl entered into in writing,’’ and OCP so to be by the 
Statute : see iieknen v. Haynes (1875, L. R. 10 C. P. 605) .and Stowell 
v. Robinson (3 Bing. L. C. 928). However, an offer in writing verbally 


oe 








@ @& @ @& @ wt a4 oe oe 





ar 


m 
m 
be 
li 


ay 


co 





—E 





Oct. 25, 1913. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





13 


(Vol. 58. ] 








DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS, Ltd. 


(ESTABLISHED OVER A CENTURY.) 


Telephone: 2399 GERRARD. 


Telegrams: “VIEWING, LONDON.” 


AUCTIONEERS and VALUERS of ali Classes of Property, 
26, KING STREET, COVENT GARDEN, LONDON. 


PUBLIC SALES in Two Large Rooms DAILY THROUGHOUT THE YEAR of 
OLD F AMILY PLATE AN D JEWELS, Watches, Clocks, China, Choice Furs, 


Laces, Curiosities, Coins, Naval and Military Medals and Relics, Antique and Modern 
Furniture, Wines, Cigars, Guns, Motor Cars, Bicycles, Wardrobes and Miscellaneous Property. 


*,* Consignments received daily, and inserted in appropriate sales 
and Continental Buyers, Tradesmen, and Colonial Agents, and the advantages of Competition are equally 


Countr 


secured to the vendor of a few lots as to the owner of a large collection, 


to free of charge. 


These sales are attended by Private Collectors, Town, 


Commissions to Purchase carefully attended 


VALUATIONS of Furniture, and contents of Private Houses, Libraries, Paintings, Works of 


Art, Miscellaneous Properties, &c., for Estate Duty, Division, or for Insurance purposes. 


COMPENSATION CASES negotiated for the compulsory acquisition of Freehold and 


Leasehold Properties and Businesses as going concerns. 


FREEHOLD AND LEASEHOLD PROPERTIES sold periodically at tho 


Auction Mart, E.C. 





DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS, Ltd. 





accepted may be a good memorandum so as to enable the acceptor 
to enforce the contract, and when a written offer contains no date 


parol evidence is admissible to shew when it was written, and from | 


what date it was intended to operate. Now, section 4 of the Statute of 
Frauds, 29 Ch. II., c. 3, s. 4, only requires a memorandum of the 
agreement, and the agreement does not come into existence till the offer 


and acceptance are complete, and accordingly an agreement to extend | 


the time for acceptance, or an agreement that an acceptance which was 
out of time should be treated as a valid acceptance so as to create a 
contract, is not an agreement which the Statute of Frauds requires to be 
evidenced in writing if the memorandum contained in the signed offer 
is otherwise sufficient. 
Bruner v. Moore (1904, 1 Ch., at p. 312) hinted that such a point as 
the point now before me might be raised, but he did not give any decision 
on it. The leading case of Goss v. Lord Nugent (1833, 5 B. & Ad. 58), 
and all the cases following that case, merely decide that when a con- 
tract falling within the Statute of Frauds is once made, no conduct or 
verbal waiver can be relied upon to substitute a different term from 
one appearing in the contract itself. That is not this present case at 
all. Accordingly I hold that the defence on the Statute of Frauds also 
fails.—CounsrL, Hon. Frank Russell K.C., and Andrewes-Uthwatt ; 
Micklem, K.C., and L. F. Potts. Soxicrrors, Samuel J'onkin; Ernest 
Henry Tucker. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Ite OSMONDTHORPE HALL FREEHOLD GARDEN AND BUILDING 
ALLOTMENT SOCIETY. Neville, J. 15th July. 


Company—WInpb1nc-up—UNREGISTERED ComMPANy — Association Con 
STITUTED BY Deep—Contrisutory MEemMBER—CoMPANIES (CONSOLIDA- 
tion) Acr, 1908 (8 Ep. 7, c. 69), sus-sections 124, 137, 269. 

An unrcyistered, allotment society, which did not contemplate making 
any profit, had a balance of £500 in hand. By the rules, when the 
money borrowed by the trustees of the land had been paid off and each 
member had had his piece conveyed to him, the association was to 
terminate. When an allotment was conveyed to a member, all his 
liabilities (except as to completing, maintaining, and dedicating roads 


and sewers, if any) were to cease, and he would cease to be a member | 


of the association. Three of the members who had had their allotments 
conveyed to them presented a petition to wind the association up. 
Neville, J., held that, on the analogy of the case of the holders of 
fully-paid shares being treated as contributories within the meaning of 
that word in section 137 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, 
these three persons were contributories, and that there was jurisdiction 
in the court to make the order. Without an express declaration in the 


| allotments among the members according to the rules. 


In 1904 Farwell, J., in his judgment in | 


| interest by monthly a which were also fixed by the rules for 


| Rules 53 and 55 were as follows 


rules it would be inequitable for the court to hold that this was an 





arrangement by way of tontine in which those who paid their instal- 


ments last took all the profits. 

The decision in Re Anglesea Colliery Co. (1866, 1 Ch. 555) applied. 

This was a petition for winding up an unregistered allotment society, 
and it was presented. by three members who had paid all their instal 
ments and had had their allotments of land conveyed to them. The 
facts were these: This association was constituted by a deed with a 
schedule of rules attached. Its object was the purchase by the associa 
tion of an estate, the sub-division of that estate into allotments shewn 
on a plan drawn on the constitution deed, and the division of such 
The allotments 
were put up to auction at a price fixed by the rules, to be paid with 


each allotment. The person bidding the highest premium for each allot- 
ment became its purchaser and a member of the society. The rules 
provided for the appointment of trustees, a secretary and committee, 
who managed the society and were empowered to apportion incidental 
expenses, such as making up roads amongst the allotees. The allot- 
ments were to be conveyed to the members when their payments were 
completed. The rules did not contemplate the making of any profits 
by the association or the division of profits between the members. 
:—‘* (53) When the amounts borrowed 
under the powers given to the trustees, and all other debts and lia- 


| bilities of the association shall have been discharged, and each member 


shall have obtained a conveyance of his allotment or allotments, the 
association shall terminate. (55) From and after the conveyance of 
any allotment, all liabilities of the person to whom such a conveyance 
shall be made (excepting only such liabilities relating to the completing, 
maintaining, and dedicating of roads, sewers and drains as shall be 
expressly kept alive in the conveyance) shall absolutely cease, and such 
person shall no longer be a member of the association.’”? The rules 
made no other provision for the dissolution of the association or the 
division of its assets. ‘The estate was purchased and conveyed to the 
trustees in 1892. It was divided into 383 allotments, of which all but 
seven had, long before the date of the petition, been allotted to members, 
of whom all but one had paid all their instalments and had their allot- 
ments conveyed to them. No purchasers could be found for the seven 
unallotted allotments. Annual balance-sheets had been regularly made 
out up to 1905, and the last shewed a balance in hand of about £500. 
It was stated that this balance arose from the fact that part of the 
estate had been taken by a railway company. Counsel for the petitioners 
relied on Re Victoria Society, Knottingley (1913, 1 Ch. 167) and Re 
Anglesea Colliery Co. (1866, L. R., 1 Ch. 555). Counsel for the sur- 
viving trustee and the secretary of the unregistered society opposed the 
petition on the ground that the petitioners had ceased to be members 
of the society under rule 55, and could not shew any right to share 





14 ___._ THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


Oct. 25, 1913. 








In the assets, and that the association had never been created for 
making profits for division and could not be 
wound up in the ordinary way He contended that a summons should 
be taken out in the Chancery Division for a declaration 
entitled, and an order for the distribution of the funds of the so iety. 

Nevitur, J., after stating the facts, said: | have no doubt that | 
have jurisdiction to make the order in this case. The only difficulty 
that 1 have had has been to bring the petitioners within the definition 
of contributories in section 124 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 


among the members. 


as to who were 


1908 (8 Ed. 7, «. 69 It was decided in the case of the Anglesea 
Colliery Co. (ubi supra) that holders of fully-paid shares were contribu 
tories, and 1 hold that in this case the members who have paid their 


instalments and got their conveyances are in the same position. I can 
not without an express declaration in the rules infer that this associa 
tion was intended to be a sort of tontine arrangement in which those 
who pay their instalments last take all the assets. I think it is just 
and equitable that the association shall be wound up, and I accordingly 
make the usual order CouNseL, Owen Thompson; H. C. Bischof. 
Souicirors, Patersons, Snow, & Co.; Chester & Co. 


(Reparted by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
BENNETT STEAMSHIP CO. (LIM.) ». HULL MUTUAL STEAMSHIP 
PROTECTING SOCIETY (LIM.). Pickford, J. 3rd July. 


Lioyps’ Poticy—CoL.is1on CLAUSE 
with Nets or FISHING VESSEL. 


INSURANCE (MARINE) ConsTrRvUt 
TION OF—COLLISION 
A collision attached to a fishing vessel 1s not a collision 

with any other ship or vessel within the terms of the usual collision 

clause of a Lloyds’ policy. 

Case stated by the parties for the opinion of the Court. The 
plaintiffs’ claim was, as members of the detendant Association, to recover 
the sum of £509 14s. due to them under the rules of the Association 
as an indemnity in respect of a claim for damage done by the plaintiffs’ 
steamship Lurma. The facts were as follows: On the evening of the 
llth of October, 1912, the plaintiffs steamship Lurma came to anchor 
about two miles off Boulogne, being prevented by fog from going into 
the roadstead. At about u.45 p.m., the fog clearing, the anchor was 
lifted, but shortly afterwards the fog descended again, and the 
anchor was let go, it 


more than about a 
ship’s length. At 9.30 


wi h net 


being impossible to see 
p.™., 


| 








put to sea, was, to use the words of Wills, J., in Re Salmon and Woods 
(supra), a part of the ship. But it did not seem to his lordship that 
there was any principle laid down in those cases which obliged him 
io say that the end of a net a mile away from the ship, to which the 
ship was not necessarily attached at all, because she left it from time 


| to time, was a part of the ship, or that collision with the end of that 





net was collision with the ship. It might be that the principle laid 
down in the cases cited obliged him to extend the meaning of the words 
to the present case. He did not see anything to compel him to do so, 
and he thought that such an extension if made should be made by the 
Court of Appeal. He could not say that this was a collision with the 
ship, and therefore it was not within the collision clause of Lloyds’ 
policy. There would be judgment for the plaintiffs for the amount 
claimed, with costs. CounseL, H. M. Robertson; Mackinnon. 
Soticirors, Holman, Birdwood & Co.; Botterell d Roche, for Hear- 
fields & Lambert, Hull. 

[Reported by Leonarp C. THomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 
WESTERN STEAMSHIP CO. (LIM.) ». AMARAL, SUTHERLAND, 

& CO. (LIM.), Bray, J. %th July, 


CHARTER-PARTY — DeMURRAGE — AGREED RaTteE— DAMAGES FOR 
DETENTION. 


SHIP 


By the terms of a charter-party it was provided that the cargo was to 
be taken from alongside the ship at the port of discharge at the average 
rate of SOO tons per day, ‘‘and if longer detained, consignees to pay 
steamer demurrage at the rate of 4d. per net register ton per running 
day.”’ 

Held, on the true construction of the charter-party, that no provision 
could be implied that the agreed rate of demurrage should only apply to 


| a reasonable number of days over and above the lay days. 


Trial of a preliminary point of law before Bray, J. The plaintiffs 
were the owners of two steamships, the Glenelg and Glencluny, and 


| claimed from the defendants, the charterers, damages for the detention 


of the vessels at Rio de Janeiro, the port of discharge. Both charter- 
parties contained the following clause: ‘‘ The cargo to be taken from 
alongside by consignees at port of discharge, free of expense and risk 
to the steamer, at the average rate of 500 tons per day . . . provided 
steamer can deliver at this rate; if longer detained, consignees to pay 
steamer demurrage at the rate of 4d. per net register ton per running 
day (or pro rata per part thereof). Time to commence when steamer is 
ready to unload, and written notice given, whether in berth or not.” 


| The Glenelg, carrying a cargo of 5,760 tons of coal, arrived at Rio, and 


in a clearing interval, the anchor was | 


hove on, but it was found to be foul of the nets of a fishing vessel, | 


which nets apparently enveloped the steamer and were also foul of the 


propeller. When the which the nets were attached 
was sighted she was a mile or more away, with the nets extending 
from her to 7'he Ihe hull of Zhe Burma did not at any time 
come into contact with the hull of the fishing vessel. The costs and 
expenses resulting amounted to £509 14s., which was paid by the 
plaintiffs to the owners of the nets. Under 
Association the defendants were liable to the plaintiffs unless there 
had been a collision within the collision clause of a Lloyds’ policy, 
which in its usual form is as And it is further agreed 
that if the ship hereby insured shall come into collision with any 
other ship or vessel and the assured shall in consequence thereof become 
liable to pay and shall pay by way of damages to any other person or 
persons any sum ot exceeding in respect of any such 
collision the value of the ship herein insured, this company will pay 
the assured such proportion of three-fourths of such sum or sums so 
paid as its subscription hereto bears to the value of the ship hereby 


fishing vessel to 


Burma. 


follows : 


sums not one 


insured, The question for the opinion of the Court was whether 
there had been a collision within the collision clause of a Lloyds’ 
policy. The following cases were cited The Moti (1891, A. C. 401), 
he Muarqetts and Ocean Accident Corporation Limited) (1901, 2 K.B. 
792), Be Salmon and Woods (2 Morr. 137), and Sale v. Laurie (5 B. 
and C., 156). 

Pickrorp, J., in the course of his judgment, said he thought the 
plaintifis were entitled to recover. The question was whether 7'/e 
Burma came into contact with the fishing vessel He thought it was 
perfectly clear that, as a matter of ord nary language, nobody would 


were asked, apart 
uway trom a 


say that she did anything of the sort If anybody 
from decided whether to run 
ship, to which the ship was atta hed at the other end, was running 


into the ship, he did not from decided anybody 


into a net a mile 


cases, 


suppose, apart 


cases, 


would hesitate to say, as Lord Bramwell said in 7'he Moti case (supra) 
that as a matter of ordinary English she did nothing of the sort. 
But there had been cases decided, and it was said that the present 
case came within those cases. The decision in The Moti case, as it 
seemed to him, went almost entirely upon the theory that the tug 
and the tow were one ship. Whether that theory was held now so 
strongly as it was in the day of The Moti was a matter he need not 
discuss The other case was /?: Varge tle and the Ocean Accident and 
(Juarantee Corporation (supra In that case the collision was with an 
anchor by which the ship was anchored, and that was held to be a 
collision with the shi; That might be going rather farther than 


The Moti, but it might very well be said that the anchor which was 


the rules of the defendant | 


her time began to count on the 17th of May, 1912. Her lay days ex- 
pired on the 2lst of May, but the discharge was not completed until 
midnight on the 14th of July. The Glencluny, carrying a cargo of 
6,421 tons of coal, arrived at Rio on the 11th of June, 1912, and her 
time began to count on the same day. Her lay days expired on the 
29th of June at midnight, but the discharge was not completed until 
the 3rd of August. The plaintiffs’ case was that a reasonable time for 
each ship to pe on demurrage was ten days. By paragraph 4 of their 
defence the defendants pleaded as follows : ‘‘ No provision, either ex- 
press or implied, was contained in either of the said charter-parties that 
the agreed rate of demurrage should only apply to a reasonable number 
of days over and above the lay days in each case.”’ 

Bray, J., in the course of his judgment, said he thought the point 
raised was really the point in paragraph 4 of the defence. In all cases 
where a written document had to be construed, it was advisable to take 
the words 4s they stood and to add nothing to them and detract nothing 
from them unless absolutely necessary. The steamer was detained for 
a large number of days. What was to happen in that case? ‘ If longer 
detained consignees to pay steamer demurrage.’’ There was no limita- 
tion to those words, and why should he put a limitation on them? The 
real limitation which Mr. Leck asked him to put was ‘‘if rightfully 
detained. He had no right to put in the word “ rightfully.”” The 
word ‘‘ detained ’’ meant rightfully or wrongfully, and did not confine 
it. He had no right to put that limitation unless he saw that it was 
necessary, and therefore without the light of authorities he could have 
no hesitation in coming to the conclusion that ‘‘if longer detained ”’ 
meant rightfully or wrongfully. So long as the vessel was detained, that 
is what the charterer had to pay. He had been, however, referred to 
authorities, firstly Wilson and Coventry (Limited) v. Otto Thoresen’s 
Linie (1910, 2 K. B. 405), and it was there decided that the charterer 
had a right to detain the vessel for a reasonable time beyond the lay 
days. the days allowed for loading. That did not apply to the port of 
discharge, but he thought the authorities shewed that the principle was 
also applicable to the port of dis harge. That case did not decide, 
however, if the vessel ‘were detained beyond a reasonable time, 01 
during a reasonable time, what the damages should be, because there 
the shipowner had wrongfully sailed. The learned judge guarded him 
self by saving : ‘‘ Whereas if the ship is detained in order to finish the 
loading, all he has to pay is an agreed sum, or a reasonable sum, to 
compensate the shipowner for the delay, and the shipowner receives the 
agreed or a proper compensation.” He did not decide what would be 
the right which the shipowner would have if his ship were in fact 
detained. He thought the cases shewed that after a reasonable time 
had expired the shipowner might go; also that at the port of discharge, 
ifter a reasonable time or after the stipulated time, he might land the 
goods in such a way as to preserve his lien, and if he could not land 


used for the purpose of mooring the ship, and was necessary for the | them at the port he might land them at the nearest possible place. 
navigation of the ship, and without which she could not prudently | That, in his lordship’s opinion, did not militate against the construction 
} , 
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he was proposing to put on the charter-party. It was not inconsistent 
with it. He could, after the expiration of the reasonable time, go and 
land the goods, and the ship would be no longer detained. He could 
land them and go to another port, and he would have damages in 
respect of that damage to him, because it would not be damages for 
detention, but damages for some other thing that had happened. There- 
fore, he could, if he liked, terminate the privilege or terminate the 
contract which settled the damages in case of detention. He had come 
to the conclusion that there was no provision, either express or implied, 
that the agreed rate of demurrage should only apply to a reasonable 
number of days over and above the lay days in each case. So long as 
the ship was in fact detained it applied. There must be judgment for 
the defendants on the preliminary point.—CovuNSEL, ek K.C., and 
Raeburn; Sankey, K.C., and Inskip. Sortcrrors, Lowless & Co. ; 
Rubenstein, Nash & Co,, for Vachell & Co., Cardiff. 
[Reported hy Lronarp C. Tomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 











Societies. 
Wakefield Incorporated Law Society. 


ANNUAL MEETING. 


The annual meeting of members was held at the Bull Hotel, Wake 
field, on Thursday, the 3rd of April, 1913. 

There were present :—Mr. A. E. Greaves (President) in the chair, 
Messrs. Allibone, Atter, Briggs, H. Chalker, J. Charlesworth, T. E. 
Catterall, Cooke, Coles, Haworth, Jones, Kingswell, A. D. Smith, 
Townend, Stewart, Wardley, Williamson, and G. Beaumont (Hon. Sec.). 

The report of the Committee was read by the Hon. Secretary. The 
Treasurer’s accounts were presented. The Chairman read his address. 

The following officers were elected for the year 1913 :—President, 
Mr. A. E. Greaves; Vice-Presidents, Mr. W. H. Kingswell, Mr. H. F. 
Atter; Honorary Treasurer, Mr. H. F. Atter; Honorary Secretary, 
Mr. Gerald Beaumont, M.A., B.C.L. Elected members of the Com- 
mittee : Mr. H. Chalker, Mr. W. H. Coles, Mr. J. B. Cooke, Mr. C. J. 
Haworth, Mr. H. Plews, Mr. R. C. Williamson, Mr. T. E. Catterall, 
Mr. W. Townend. Honorary Librarian: Mr. William Henry Kings- 
well. 

It was proposed by Mr. Townend, seconded by Mr. Haworth, and 
resolved—‘‘ That a Sub-Committee, consisting of the President, Trea- 
surer, Librarian, and Secretary, with power to add two more members 
of the Society, be appointed to consider the financial position of the 
Society, and report to a general meeting of the Society.” 

The following are extracts from the report of the Committee :— 

Members.—The number of ordinary members is now forty-five. 
During the year two members resigned. Mr. H. C. Chalker was elected 
a member of the Society. é 

Land Transfer.—The question of land transfer has again been of 
great importance to solicitors during the past year. The Sub-Com- 
mittee of the Yorkshire Union of Law Societies, in conjunction with 
Mr. T. P. Perks, Barrister-at-Law, have prepared a scheme for the 
simplification of the law relating to land, and for facilitating the trans- 
fer of land based on the Yorkshire Registry of Deeds. 

Disciplinary Proceedings.—¥or the first time in the history of the 
Society the Committee have found it necessary to initiate proceedings 
against a member of the legal profession in Wakefield. The decision to 
take these proceedings was not come to without very careful considera- 
tion by the Committee, the majority of whom came to the conclusion 





that the facts of the case as reported in the Press were so extremely | 


serious that the Committee had no option but to have them investigated 
by the Law Society. Accordingly proceedings were taken in the name 
ot and at the cost of the Society against the solicitor in question, and 
the hearing took place in London before the Statutory Committee on 
the 7th, 14th, and 2lst of November. The Society were represented by 
Mr. T. T. Paine, Barrister-at-Law, instructed by Mr. T. E. Catterall. 
The Secretary also attended. The Statutory Committee, which con 
sisted of Mr. C. E. Longmore, Mr. Walter Trower, and Sir Henry 
Johnson, issued their report on the 23rd of January, in which they 
found the charges made by this Society against the solicitor to be 
proved, including the serious charge of fraudulent misappropriation of 
clients’ money. The Law Society themselves served a notice of motion 
to the Divisional Court on the solicitor to suspend or strike him off the 
rolls, but the motion has not yet been heard. These proceedings have 
cost up to date about £325, the out-of-pocket expenses being about 
£150, but now that the Discipline Committee have found the charges 
proved, it is expected they will tax and pay the bill of costs incurred 
by this Society, so that all that this Society will have to pay will be 
the difference between the taxed costs and the bill itself, which, it is 
hoped, will not be a large sum. But, be that as it may, the majority 
of the Committee were of opinion that, evenif the whole of the funds 
of the Society had been spent in the proceedings, it was, nevertheless, 
their plain duty to have the charges investigated. 





Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held on Thursday, 
the 2nd inst., Mr. J. W. C. Frere in the chair. The other directors 
present were Mr. T. H. Gardiner, Mr. C. F. Leighton, Mr. W. P. 
Richardson, Mr. A. Toovey, and the secretary, Mr. E. E. Barron. A 
sum of £85 was voted in relief of deserving cases, and other general 
business transacted. 





United Law Society. 


A meeting of the above society was held on Monday, the 20th of 

| October, at 5, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, E.C. Mr. T. Hynes moved : 
‘“That in the opinion of this house the scheme of land reform, now 

foreshadowed for Great Britain, should not aim at the establishment of 

a peasant proprietorship.”’ Mr. E. 8. Cox-Sinclair opposed. The 

following gentlemen also spoke :—Messrs. T. Jamieson, N. Tebbutt, 

C. P. Blackwell, W. C. Linay, R. Turnbull, Norman Aaron, N. 


Dawson. The motion was carried by 2 votes. 








The Installation of the New Lord 
Chief Justice. 


The ceremony of the swearing in of Sir Rufus Jsaacs as Lord Chief 
Justice, in succession to Lord Alverstone, who has resigned, took place 
in the Lord Chief Justice’s Court on Tuesday. Nearly all the judges 
of the Court of Appeal and King’s Bench Division, says the 7'imes, 
with Sir Samuel Evans, the President of the Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division, were present and formed the largest group 
of judges seen together in one court for very many years. 
The front row of counsel’s seats were filled to overflowing 
with King’s counsel, representing every division of the High 
Court. The new Attorney-General, Sir John Simon (whose 
two little daughters were in the Judges’ Gallery), and his 
successor as Solicitor-General, Mr. Buckmaster, entered the court to 
gether, coming from behind the Bench, and on reaching the front row 
of counsel’s seats shook hands and spoke for a while with Sir Edward 
Clarke. Soon afterwards the Lord Chief Justice, wearing his crimson 
robe and chain of office, and presenting a very dignified appearance, 
took his seat. On his right hand was the Lord Chancellor and on his 
left the Master of the Rolls, both in their robes of black and gold. 
Standing, the Lord Chief Justice took the oath of allegiance and the 
oath of service, administered by Mr. Kershaw, the Master of the Crown 
Office. 

When this had been done, the Lord Chancellor said that he would 
like, in accordance with precedent as the head of the judiciary, to say 
a few words. The Bench and Bar had assembled to witness the intro- 
duction of the new Lord Chief Justice of England, and to take farewell 
of one whom he had long known, and whom illness had prevented from 
remaining with them. He would speak first of the new Lord Chief 
Justice. Some of them had known him for a quarter of a century. 
There was no relationship more searching, none in which more intimate 
knowledge of a man was obtained, than in the case of a man with whom 
one was brought into the intimate daily contact of legal life. Toa 
commanding grasp of the various branches of his profession Sir Rufus 
Isaacs added other qualities. It was not often that one found such a 
combination of a mastery of the law with such a keenness in dealing 
with facts as was found in Sir Rufus Isaacs. He was a man whose 
highest desire had been to do right between man and man; he was a 
man of the highest honour and of the highest desire to ensue truth when 
it could be ensued. In speaking about his predecessor he could hardly 
refrain from showing emotion. During the time he had held his present 
office he had been brought into close contact with Lord Alverstone, 
and he would always have a grateful memory of his helpfulness to a 
new Minister. He was a man of vast and unequalled experience and 
knowledge of law and business, and his departure was a great loss to 
the nation. His hope was that, after a further rest, they might not 
wholly lose the benefit of his services in the supreme tribunals of the 
Empire in which he had already rendered great assistance. The 
Sovereign had accorded him a signal mark of recognition which was 
due to him, and he wished him happiness and tranquillity in his life. 

The Attorney-General said that the Bar desired to be associated in 
the fullest measure with the sentiments of the Lord Chancellor. They 
tendered their sincere and respectful congratulations and good wishes 
to the new Lord Chief Justice. They deeply regretted that long illness 
should have overtaken Lord Alverstone and forced him to lay aside 
the work which he had discharged with such dignity and distinction. 
The inactivity which his illness involved must be doubly wearisome to 
one to whom hard work was a second nature. There were many present 
of longer experience than was his (the Attorney-General’s), who wouid 
be able to speak of Lord Alverstone’s devotion to his duties in the great 
office which he held for thirteen years, of his single-minded pursuit of 
truth and justice, his grea patience in examining the facts of cases, 
and his promptitude in dealing with them as a business community 
demanded. In the Court of Criminal Appeal he created from the dry 
bones of an Act of Parliament an institution which gave to any man 
who had been unjustly condemned a chance of re-establishing his 
position without in any way preventing the swift punishment of the 
guilty. To the struggling barrister at the bottom of the ladder, which 
Lord Alverstone himself had so brilliantly climbed, he was unfailingly 
kind and generous. They were glad to hear that he might etill render 
service to the nation in the Privy Council or the House of Tords. 
They hoped that the demonstration of admiration and sympathy which 
that crowded court afforded would give some consolation to Lord Alver- 
stone on the giving up of his office. 








Lord Justice Hamilton, on appointment as a Lord of Appeal in 
Ordinary, has been created a baron with the title of Lord Sumner of 
| Ibstone in the county of Buckinghamshire. 
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Railway Drivers and Manslaughter. 


The trial of Samuel Candle, driver of the Midland express which 
ran into a stationary train at Aisgill, on the charge of the manslaughter 
of Sir Arthur Peréy Douglas, Bt., on the 2nd of September, took place 
before Mr. Justice Avory at the Cumberland Assizes on Monday and 
Tuesday. The jury returned a verdict of guilty with a strong recom 
mendation to mercy on account of the driver’s onerous duties and the 
difficulties laboured. Sentence was deferred until 


under which he 


Wednesday. On that day. save the Times, Myr Justice Avory, 
in passing sentence, said ‘Samuel Caudle,—The determination 
of the sentence which ought to follow the verdict of the 
jury presents to my mind greater difficulty than any which 
the jury had to solve yesterday. The offence of manslaughter, 
of which you have been found guilty, has often been eaid to 


vary more in its gravity than any other offence. It may so nearly 
approach to murder as to be deserving of the most severe punishment ; 
it may be so slightly removed from accident as to merit little or no 
punishment. In this case I am bound to assume, upon the verdict of 
the jury after my observations to them, that you did not in fact look 
at any of these signals. I am satisfied, in fact, that that distant signal 
was at danger and that vou never did in fact look at it or think that 
it was showing a green light, and I cannot accept your statement to 
the contrary; but that you did rush recklessly along, taking it for 
granted that the first express had proceeded safely on its way. The 
excuse that was put forward as to the coal did not avail, for the simple 
reason that the driver of the first express, who had had greater trouble 
with his engine in keeping up a head of steam, found no difficulty in 
observing and obeying the various signals. Now, so far as you per 
sonally are concerned, I believe that the that your 
negligence has been the cause of the deaths of a number of passengers, 
and of injuries to others, will haunt you for the rest of your life; and 
if T had to consider you alone, T might deem your con 
science to be sufficient punishment tut IT have to bear in mind that 
I sit here for the purnose not so much of punishing particular offenders 
as for the purpose of deterring others from offending in like manner 
I have to bear in mind that such neglivence as that of which vou have 
heen found guiltv endangers every minute of the day the lives and 
limbs of the travelling public of all clesses, and T cannot allow it to be 
supposed that such negligence, when brought home to a man, will go 
unpunished. T am anxious to give the fullest effect to the recom 
mendation of the jury. which has been well expressed in the rider to 
their verdict: IT am anxious to cive the fullest effect to the good 
character which you have borne throvch so many years; but, erring. as 
T believe on the side of lenienev, I must sentence you to be im 
prisoned in the second division for two months.” 


consciousness 


personally 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


October 14th.—Chairman, Mr. 
The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That the case of 
Batey and Co. (Limited) (29 L.T.R. 616) was 
wrongly decided.”” Mr. W. &. Jones opened in the affirmative, Mr. 
F. E. G. Porter seconded in the affirmative; Mr. L. E. Peppiatt 
onened in the negative, Mr. 8S. G. Bradshaw seconded in the negative. 
The following members continued the debate : Messrs. R. T. Davies, 
S. H. Lewis, H. K. Turner, J. W. Lonsdale, W. M. Pleadwell, W. P. 
Bennett. M. C. Batten, N. A. Johns, EF. J. Kafka, C. R. Dawkins, 
C. W. Hill, and H. P. Gisborne. The Chairman having summed up, 
the motion was carried by the casting vote of the Chairman. 

Oct. 21.—Chairman, Mr. C. F. King.—The subject for debate was : 
“That this house deprecates the suppression of gambling by English 
law, and recommends the establishment of State lotteries.’’ Mr. C. H. 
Woolrych ovened in the affirmative, Mr. A. R. N. Powye opened in the 
negative. The following members also spoke Messre. Stanley Meeke,. 
A.C. Jacob, A. R. Perny. H. R. Stables. W. S. Jones, Wm. Pleadwell. 
R. F. Mattingley, H. P. Gisborne, and H. G Meyer. The motion wae 


lost by ) votes 


Law Strupents’ Dreatina Society 
R. F. Mattinglev 


Bates and Another v 








Obituary. 
Mr. A. R. Malden. 


Mr. A. R. Malden, Clerk of the Peace of Salisbury, registrar of the 
diocese, and chapter clerk, died on Wednesday morning, at a nursing 
home at Salisbury, after an operation, aged 63. The voungest son of 
Mr. Henry Malden, Professor of Greek at University College, London 
and his wife. Georgina Augusta, daughter of Colonel Drinkwater 
Bethune, of Thorney: roft, Leatherhead, he was educated at University 
College School, London, Ipswich School, and Trinity Hall. Cambridge. 
taking his degree in 1873. As an undergraduate he rowed in the Hall 
boat. and afterwards played cricket for Wiltshire. He was admitted 
a solicitor in 1877. began practice at Salisbury in 1879 in partnership 
with Mr. D. J. K. Macdonald, with whom he was annointed joint 
chapter clerk in 1888. On Mr. Macdonald’s death in 1901 he acted 


alone as chapter clerk, and in addition to his appointment as registrar 
of the diocese, he became legal secretary to the Bishop. In 1889 Mr. 
Malden entered the Salisbury Town Council and served in the office of 
mayor of the city in 1895. He resigned his membership of the council 
in 1900 on his appointment as clerk of the peace. Mr. Malden was a 
Fellow of the Society of Antiquaries, and enjoyed a high reputation as 
an expert upon ecclesiastical law and practice. He married, in 1880, 
Rebecea, daughter of the Rev. Robert Barber, vicar of Riseley, Bed- 
fordshire. His wife predeceased him, leaving one son and two 
daughters. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 

The Right Hon. Sir Rurvs Tsaacs, K.C,V.0., Attorney-General, has 
been appointed to be Lord Chief Justice of England (in succession to 
Lord Alverstone, resigned). 

The Right Hon. Sir Jonn Stmon, K.C.V.O., Solicitor-General, has 
been appointed to be Attorney-General (with a seat in the Cabinet). 

8S. O. Buckmaster, Esq., K.C., M.P., has been appointed to be 
Solicitor-General. 

The King has conferred the dignity of a viscounty of the United 
Kingdom upon Lord Atverstong, G.C.M.G. 

Mr. Epwarp Frercuer, of the firm of W. J. Cousins & Fletcher, 
of Leeds and Ilkley, has been appointed a notary public. Mr. -Fletcher 
was admitted in 1886. 

The Hon. Sir Josuva Strance WittiaMs, one of the judges of the 
Supreme Court of New Zealand, has been appointed a Privy Councillor, 
and thus becomes entitled to sit as a member of the Judicial Com- 
mittee. Sir Joshua, who was born in 1837, is the eldest son of the 
late Joshua Williams, and a brother of Mr. T. Cyprian Williams, one 
of the conveyancing counsel to the cout. He was educated at Harrow 
and Trinity College, Cambridge, and obtained the Chancellor’s medal 
for legal studies. He read with his father, and was called to the Bar 
at Lincoln’s Inn in 1859. He left England in 1861, and settled at 
Christchurch, Canterbury, New Zealand, where he practised as a bar- 
rister and solicitor, the profession there being undivided. In 1874 he 
was appointed Registrar of Titles, and in 1875 one of the judges of 
the Supreme Court, being stationed at Dunedin. He has borne a very 
high reputation in the Colony as a judge. He is referred to in the 
preface to the last edition of Bevan on Negligence in very apprecia- 
tive terms, and in the recent case of Samson v. Aitchison (1912, A. C. 
844)—a case of negligent driving of a motor-car, in which he was the 
trial judge—his judgment was quoted in the Privy Council as giving 
the law with perfect accuracy. He received the honour of knighthood 
at the time of His Majesty’s Coronation. 


Changes of Partnership. 


Dissolutions. 

Joseph BrattsForp and Rosert HarGreaves, solicitors (Parker, 
Brailsford, & Hargreaves, 18, York-street, in the city of Sheffield. 
July 19. , The business will in future be carried on by the said Robert 
Hargreaves. 

Witt1aM Davis Joruirre, Henry Davis Jotiirre, and HENRY GREEN 
Hopr, solicitors (Jolliffes & Hope), Chester and Runcorn, in the county 
of Chester. Sept. 30. So far as concerns the said William Davis 
Jolliffe, who retires from the firm; the said Henry Davis Jolliffe and 
Henry Green Hope will continue to carry on the practice at Chester 
under the style of Jolliffe & Hope. (Gazette, Oct. 17. 


Messrs. Athertons, Limited, of 63 and 64, Chancery-lane, W.C., 
have, we understand, been successful in arranging many of the im- 
portant law partnerships of the past twelve months. It is very note- 
worthy how this firm has become a recognised avenue for legal partner- 
ship negotiations, and we are informed that by their efforts solicitors 
are daily brought together with a view to partnership or amalgama- 
tion. They number among their clients many men of standing in the 
profession, and unsolicited testimonials are being frequently received 
from them, the originals of which our representative has seen. 


meee 


General. 


Mr. Adamson, chairman of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
Committee of the House, will, says the Washington correspondent of 
the Times, introduce soon, with the approval of the president, a joint 
resolution suspending the provision granting free passage to American 
ships using the Panama Canal until it has been ascertained whether 
the canal is self-supporting without such tolls, and until the diplomatic 
negotiation on the subject are completed. This method is regarded as 
easier of adoption than repeal, and as equally effective, inasmuch as it 
will bring about the indefinite suspension of the provision regarding the 


| free use of the canal. 
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THE CORPORATION WILL ACT AS 


EXECUTOR OF WILLS, TRUSTEE OF WILLS 
AND SETTLEMENTS, TRUSTEE FOR 
DEBENTURE HOLDERS. 


liable for the Debts of the 
Corporation as a Trading Concern. 


Special Terms granted to 


ANNUITANTS 


when health is impaired. 





GOVERNOR: 
SIR NEVILE LUBBOCK, K.C.M.G. 
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29 & 30, 
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HEAD OFFICE, 
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Modern practice, says the Westminster Gazette, 
Rufus Isaacs is marked out for a péerage, though it has not always 
happened that a title has been granted to the Lord Chief Justice eithe: 
at the appointment or during the early period of his term of office. 
Lord Tenterden was appointed in 1818, and created Baron nine years 
later. Denman waited two years for his title. On the other hand, 
Hardwicke, Mansfield, and Kenyon were all created peers in the year 
of their appointment. 
only, which was granted when he was made a Lord of Appeal a few 
months before his second promotion. Lord Alverstone was so created 
in the year of his double promotion. 


Sir John Simon, says the Westminster Gazette, is not by any means 
the first Attorney-General with a family connection with the Free Church 
Ministry. Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman’s Attorney-General, Sir J. 
Lawson Walton, was a son of a distinguished Wesleyan minister, and 
Sir Dudley Ryder’s grandfather, from whom descend the Earls of 
Harrowby, was a Nonconformist minister who surrendered a benefice 
and an estate to his principles. For all that, there are other points 
connected with Sir John’s promotion which set up new precedents. He 
is the first Attorney-General to step straight into a Cabinet, and no 
Attorney over a very long period has reac hed that office at forty. In 
the last century and a half few men have attained it before fifty. 


The fourth annual dinner of the National 
Government Officers was held, on the night of the 17th inst., at the 
Royal Hotel, Blackfriars. Sir Homewood Crawford, the president, 
occupied the chair, and the company included Mr. Glyn-Jones, M.P., 
Sir Charles Longmore (vice-president of the Law Soc iety), Mr. H. E. 
Biain (vice-president and chairman of the Examination Committee), 


Assot iation of Local 


the Mayor of Westminster, Mr. Alexander Macmorran, K.C., Mr. 
Lewis Coward, K.C., Mr. A. P. Johnson, the town clerks of many 
provincial cities and towns, Mr. Stuart Sankey (the City Remem 


brancer), and Mr. L. Hill (secretary). During the evening the Pre 
sident presented Mr. Blain, who took a prominent part in the forma 
tion of the association, with a gold watch and chain and a silver tray, 
subscribed for by the members in recognition of his services. 


The Bucks Standing Joint Committee, 
in hand the question of dangerous motor 
plaints have been received from all quarters of furious and reckless 
driving of motor-cars, and there is a wide general impression that 
something must be done by the authorities to check what has become 
a real danger. The number of prosecutions is large. In 1910 there 


Times, have taken 
traffic in the county. Com 


says the 


were 254, in 1911 565, and 373 last year, but even this has failed to 
lessen the unreasonable driving of certain motorists. Mr. Tonman 
Mosley, the chairman of the county council, has suggested that | 


motorists themselves should report to the Automobile Association or 





suggests that Sir 


Lord Russell of Killowen had a life peerage | 


| from the Scottish TEMPERANCE Lire AssuRANCceE Co. (Lirrep). 


| sixteen. 
| tion had been concluded, 


' master 
| that women should be excluded from the court when other women have 


the Motor Union the numbers of the cars the drivers of which behave 
badly. The complaints are directed not against the motorists of the 
county but against strangers, and especially against drivers when with- 
out their employers. It has now been decided to request the police 
authority to take such steps as may be necessary for the protection of 
the public, and to ensure that the provisions of the Motor-car Act and 
regulations are strictly enforced. 

At Northamptonshire Assizes on Tuesday, says the 7'imes, a case was 
heard in which a man was chaiged with an assault upon a girl under 
After the girl had given evidence, but before cross-examina- 
Mr. Justice Rowlatt asked whether any order 
had been given to exclude women. A _ police-inspector stated that the 
superintendent in charge had given such orders. Mr. Justice Rowlatt : 
Then the supe rintendent has no power to give such orders. I am the 
in this court. I wish this to be understood, it is not right 


evidence in these cases. If there are any women outside who 
wish to come in, let them do so. Two or three women took advantage 
of the offer of his lordship. In the same.case his lordship directed the 
jury to return a verdict of Not Guilty, there being no evidence in 
corroboration, The jurymen turned to consult, but his lordship told 


to give 


them they must find a verdict of Not Guilty on his direction. With 
him was the responsibility. A juryman: It’s no use having a jury, 
then? His Lordship: Don’t talk nonsense, The juryman : 
With all due respect to you, my lord His lordship: It is not a 


as a matter of law 
If there ie no 
and they 


case of respect to me. It is my duty to tell you 
whether there is proper evidence for the prosecution. 
proper evidence it is my duty to advise the jury of the fact 
have only to acquit. If I am wrong it is my responsibility. 





Assurancr.—At a court of directors held on Wed- 
nesday it was decided to pay, on the 6th of November next,, an interim 
dividend of £4 per cent., free of tax, on the capital stock of the cor- 
poration, in respect of the half-year ending the 30th of June, 1913. 


Roya ExcHANGE 








Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
Repay- 
Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
’Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 


Why Pay Rent? 


ments usually less than rent. 
Prospectus from 3, oe E.C. 





Herrinc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers to 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations ¢ every class of pro- 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices : 98, 
Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, 8.W. Telephone: City 377; 
' Streatham 130.—(Apvrt.) 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota ov Keorsteans 1s ATTENDANCE OF 


Emrrerxcy Aprrat Covat Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 


Date, 


OTA. No. I, Joror. Wanratneron. 

Monday Oct. 27 Mr Greswell Mr. Synge Mr Borrer Mr Leach 
Tuesday ...... 28 Rloxam Chorch Leach Goldschmidt 
Wednesday ... 29 Jolly Farmer Greswell Church 
Thursday...... 30 Rorrer Bloxam Jolly Gresawell 
Friday 31 Goldachmidt Greswell Bloxam Jolly 
SaturdayNov. 1 Leach Jolly Synge Borrer 

Date Mr. Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Juatice 

” NEVILLE Eva, SARGANT. ASTBURY. 

Monday Oct. 27 Mr Farmer Mr Jolly Mr Bloxam Mr Choreh 
Tuesday .. 28 Synge Greswell Jolly Farmer 
Wednesday... 29 Bloxam Borrer Syuge Goldschmidt 
Thursday... 39 Goldschmidt Synge Farmer Leach 
Friday ......... 31 Le»ch Farmer Church Borrer 
Saturday Nov. 1 Church Bloxam Goldschmide Greswell 





The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


October 28.—Messrs. Hamrron & Sons,at the Mart, at 2: Freshold Residence (see 


advertisement, page xi, this week). 


October 29.--Mesars. Doverss Youwa & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground 
Renta (sce advertisement, page iii, October 18). 


October 30.—Messrs. Hexarse, Son & Daw, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Busincss 
Premises (see advertisement, page xi, this week). 


October 30.— Mesera. Enwinw Evans & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Giound Rent, 
Residences, &c. (eee advertisement, page xii, this week) 


November 4.—Mesers. Cotiims & Contiins, at the Mart, at 2: Business Premises (see 
advertisement, pge xi, this week). 


Novemb*r 4.—Mesera. Sovrnow & Rontysoy, at the Mart: Freehold Business 


Premises, &¢. (see advertisement, paga xi, this week). 


Nov. 5.—Merers. Fowiw Fox, Bovsrietp, Buryrits & Bapperey, at the Mart, at 2 
Freehold Properties (+ee advertisement, page iti, October 18), 


November 6.—Messrs. Epwin Evans & Sons, at Lavender-hill: Freehold Cottages 
Shop Pre mises, &c. (see advertisement, page xii, this week, 


: December 2,—Messrs, Desevaam, Tewsow & Catnnocks, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
Propertics (see advertisement, page xii, this week) 


Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Locrep ry Omanoreyr. 


London Gazette—FRIDAY, Oct. 17. 


BENNETT & JACKSON, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 29, to send 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Bolton, 13, Spring grdns, Manchester, liquidator. 


Coppice MILL Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 15, to serd their names, 
and addresses. and particulars of;their debts or claims, to Joe Street, Coppice Mili Ltd., 
Waterhead, Oldham, liquidator. 


CORNISH RIVIERA ENTERTAINMENTS LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on or before Nov 20, to send their names and addr sses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Frederick John Rickard, 1, St George's rd, Newquay, 
Cornwall, liquidator. 


LAVOLA, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 25, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Albert Willmott, 14, Old 
Jewry chinbrs, liquidator 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

‘London Gazette—TUESDAY, Oct 21. 


MALCAJIK CIGARETTE, Co, LTP.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 4, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to J. G. Andrew, 
Bush In House, Cannon st, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazetle.- 


KINGHAM AND Hopes, Lrp. 
A. & E. Rosson, Ltp 
NEVILE ENGINEERING Co, LTD 
TEWKESBURY MANUFACTURING Co, Lrp. 
Goups, Ltp 
AMALGAMATED DEVELOPMENT SYNDICATE, LTD 
DORCHESTER UNITED AERATED WATER Co, LTD, 
J. Repuaw & Co, Lrp 
BR. Jeunston & Co, Lrp. 
DvoLos ESTATES, Lrp. 
STANFORD LE-Hope-Gas Co, LTD. 
TIMOR SYNDICATE, Lip 
BRITISH CANADIAN MANUFACTURERS AGENCY, LTD. 
CYRUS OGDEN AND Co, Lrp 
B. HARTELUST, Ltp 
CAM}. IAN Trust, Lrp. 
GWALIA CONSOLIDATED Lp 
London Gazette—Tt ESDAY, Oct. 21. 
PURE For Wrop & Co, Lrp. 
COvoK BE, SLATTER & Co, LTD 
ERNEST PAPE, Lrp 
Avon VALLEY Datry Co, Lrp, 
Cc. P. VAUGHAN & Co, LTD, 


Fripay, Oct. 17, 





INVESTING 
LEGACY. 


WHAT TO ADVISE. 


Advising clients as to the best means of investing money left 
to them is a matter of delicacy and difficulty ; particularly so 
when the legacy is a small one. 

While anxious to secure for the client the utmost benefit in 
the way of income, there is, naturally, extreme reluctance to 
advise anything that is speculative in the slightest degree. 
What, then, is to be done ? 

The yield from Consols and other “gilt-edged” securitiés is 
extremely small, and such investments are, after all, subjeet 
to fluctuation and serious depreciation. A higher yield can be 
obtained from Industrials, but the safety of neither income nor 
capital is assured. A war, a strike, a bad harvest may have a 
most disastrous effect both on the year’s income arid on the 
market value of the shares. 


AN ANNUITY IS SAFEST, 
AND GIVES LARGEST INCOME. 


An Annuity purcbased from the Sun Life Assw ance Company 
of Canada secures for the Investor a settled and secure income 
for life. Absolutely no risk is run. 

The “Sun Life of Canada” has assets of over £10,000,000. 
Its aflairs are subject to annual Government audit and inspection. 
This is not a perfunctory performance, but a very thorough 
investigation, which guarantees the stability of the Company. 
The rates quoted by the ‘Sun Life of Canada” are the most 
favourable offered by any First Class Insurance Company. 

Both as regards safety and yield the Sun Life Assurance 
Company of Canada is 


THE BEST OFFICE FOR 
ANNUITIES. 


Particulars of the many forms of Annuities issued by the 
“Sun Life of Canada” should be in the possession of every 
Legal Adviser. Comparison of the rates with those quoted 
by other companies will show the advantage of dealing with 
the “Sun Life of Canada,” as, also, will examination of the 
Company's financial status. Professional men_ will find 
these Annuities quite tempting propositions for personal 
investment, 

Full particulars will be sent on application to J. F. Junkin 


(Manager), Sun Life Assurance Company of Canada, 
217, Canada House, Norfolk Street, London, W.C. 





LONDON AND CHILIAN COMMERCIAL CO, LTD. 
Usrrep Grocers, LTD. 

Reams, Lrp. 

NORTHUMBERLAND STEAM FISHING Co, LTD, 
WHITEHEAD TAXI CaB, LTD. 

River STOUR NAVIGAT.ON Co, LTD, 

Riptxes Arc Lamp Co, Ltp. 

P. W. PARKER, LTD. 

CAPITAL CONSOLIDATION Co, LTD, 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cratm. 
London Gazette,—Faipay, Oct. 17. 


Lewis, Jous, Church rd, Willesden Green Nov 14 Mitchell v Hunt, Judge in 
Chambers, Room No. 297, Royal Courts of Justice Jones, Finsbury sq 


London Gazette.—Tusspay, Oct. 21. 


Berrsam, Agravr, Shirley, Southampton Nov 15 Harfield vy Beetham, Joyce and 
Eve, JJ Smith, Bradford 
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Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram, 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Oct. 17. 


RLAND, GORDON Lyon, Leamineton, Brewer Dec 1 Wright & Co, Leamington 

BLYTHE, WILLIAM, Norwich Nov 20 Hill & Perks, Norwich 

BOND, ELLEN ELIZABETH, Twickenham Nov 30 Clapham & Co, Devonshire sq 

BUTCHER, ALBERT, Hernhill, nr Faversham, Kent, Farmer Nov 25 Smith & Payn 
Faversham 

Cass, JOHN WILLIAM, Nottingham. Victualler Nov15 Eking & Co., Nottingham 

CLARK, JAMES JOHN Cox, Filkins, Oxford, Baker Nov15 Brown, ®arford, Oxon 

COLLIER, EDWARD ALFRED, Inverness ter, Nov 14 Wadeson & Malieson, Devoushire 


Mace & Sons, Tente'den 
Northampton 
Melutyre, 


sq 

COLLINS, WILLIAM, Tenterden, Kent, Farmer Nov 15 

CoX, RICHARD FRAMPTON, Northampton Nov 29 Dennis & Co., 

DOMLEO, GEORGE ERNEST, Howley pl, Paddington Nov 10 
chmbrs 

DOYLE, JOHN, 

DREW, EMILY 

EATON, Sir FREDERICK 
4, Revent st 

FERRY. ELIZABETH SARAH Dk, Lansdowne rd, 
J1,Copthall ect 

FIELDING, FLI, Dronfield, Derby, Grocer Dec1 Lucas & Lucas, Sheffield 

FITCH. WILLIAM, Colebester Nov1i2 Kerly & Co, Austin Friars 

Foster, Levi NATHAN, Tregarvon rd, Clapham Cummon Nov 
3righton 

GILES. WILLIAM, Walleend, Noithumberiand, Chemist Nov 7 

yne 

GODDEN, ALLEN, Lydd, Kent. Builder Oct 1 Hallett & Uo, Ashford 

GWATKIN, THOMAS, Cardiff Dee 15 Davies, Cardiff 

HALL, MARGARET BAXTER, Skipton Nv 7 Charlesworth & Wood, Skiptoa 

HARROP, ARTHUR JENKINS, Adswood, Stockport Nov 21 McClure, Manchest: r 

aan. EDWARD, Oakfield rd, Stroud Green Dec 16 Goodger & Son, Burton on 
‘rent 


sirk beck 


Livington. Jarrow 
Es:ex st, Strand 
Thorold & Co., 


Jarrow, Durham Pawnbroker Nov 25 
Loraine mans, Holloway Nov 29 Powel] & Co., 
ALEXIS, Albert pl, Kensington Nov 13 
Nov 12 


Dalston Thorogood & Co., 


29 Bunker, Hove, 


Drury, Newcastle upon 


Howry, ADAM, Northampton Nov15 J C & R Weddell, Berwick upon Tweed 
HuTcHons, Rev JAMES Hall rd. Hamilton ter Nov13 Thorold & Co Kegent st 
JACKSON, Lovisa, Bath Nov2l Ticehursts & Co. Cheltenham 


JONES, MARGARET CKCIL, Great Torrington, Devon Nov i7 Beavan & Bowhay, 
Torrington 
MACDONALD, JAMES, Southrort Nov 20 Hall& Co Manchester 


Nov 20 Markhams, Northampton 

lifton, Devon Deel Hyland & Co, Cannon st 
Nov4 Neve, Oaklan is, Cranbrook, Kent 
Menai Bridge, Carnarvon Nov 25 Farrer 


MACKANESS, 
MACKINNON, SARAH JANE, 
NEVE, GEORGE, Cranbrook, Kent 
NorMAN, Mary ANNE BLACHFORD, 
. Lincoln’e inn fields 
N OTLEY, GEORGE, West Green rd, South Tottenham, 
Back, Norwich 
PARKER, CHARLES DONALD NAPIER 
PRALL, EL'ZA SUSAN, Montem rd. Forest Hill 
PRALL, WILLIAM, Montem r', Forest Hill, Hosier Novi1t Edell & Co, King st 
PURCHON, THOMAS LANCELOT, Leeds Nov18 Grainger & Neild, Leeds 
PutTtTock, Davip, Wesb-idg*, Coachbuilder Dec 1 Paine & Co, Chertsey 
ROBINSHAW, LOMAS GRINDROD, Blackpool Nov 2? Hartley & Son, Rochdale 


FRANCES, Northempton 


& Co 


Banker's Clerk Novi18 Francis & 
Tunbridge Wells Nov 17 Somerville, New sq 
Nov 14 Edell & Co, King st 


ROGERS, FANNY, Southsea. Hants Nov 18 King & Franckeiss, Portemouth 

SAPWELL, WILLIAM HENRY, Smalley rd, Stoke Newington Novi18 Spencer, Monument 
Station bldgs 

SIMPSON, ELIZABETH, Darlington Nov 15 Peckover & Co, Leeds 

SPEIRS, JAMES. Bloomsbury st, Publisher Nov 21 Smith, Surrey st 

STRAUGHAN, ELEANOR, Alnwick Novi15 Percy & Son, Alnwick 

THOMSON, HENRY THOMAS, East Stonehouse, Devon, Commercial Clerk Oct 31 Rodd, 


East Stonehouse 
ToFT, MARY ELLEN, Southport Nov28 Katon, 
TREVITT, ENOCH JAMES, Warwick Nov 2% Lane « Co, 


Manchester 
Birmingham 


VINCENT, JOHN, Wes on suver Mare Nov8 J H & F W Bere, W~ston super Mare 
WADDINGTON, ANTHONY LEONARD, Brighouse, Flumber Nov 11 Richardson, Brighouse 
WALTER, Rev JAMKS CONWAY, Langt n, Linco!n Nov 1 Tweed, Horncastle 


WALTERS, JANE ANN, Fel'ing on Tyne Nov 20 Maugh»n & Hall, Newcastle upon Tyne 
WARD, ALFRED ERNEST, King st, Soticitor Dec 9 Ward & Co, Kinz st 

WELLS, EDWARD HENRY, Bristol Nov 15 Wanshroughs & Co, Kristol 

WILLIAMS, CATHERINE, E ifield Nov %0 Whites & Co, Budge row 

WILLIAMSON, EDITH, Scarborough Nov 29 Turnbull & Sons, Scarborough 


Oct. 21, 
Dashwood, Ryde, Isle of Wight 
Noy 30 


London Gazette, TUESDAY, 

ADAMS, HENRY NEWNHAM, Ryde, Isle of Wight Dec 1 

ALEXANDE R, WILLIAM LANCASTER, Hi’h Lorton, nr Cockermouth, Cumberland 
Ww augh & Musgraves, Cocke srmouth 


LAW papetnsteg mA TEREST SOCIETY, 


No » LINCOLN’S INN. F TIE L DS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1853, 
Capital Stock ... on eve doe on --. £400,000 
Debenture Stock on —_ £331,130 


REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADV. ANCES MADE THEREON: 
Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Offices. 
G. H. MAYNE, Secretary. 





ASHTON, HENRY, St Helens, Lancs, Licensed Victualler Oct 30 Swift & Co, St Helens 

BAILEY, HARRY, Wilmslow, Chester, Beerhousekeeper Dec 1 Smith & Co, Stockport 

BARKER, Ei IZA, Bulwell, Nottingham Nov 19 Allcock, Nottingham 

3ATTEY. HENRY HowaRb, JP, Cheniston gdus, Kensington Nov 30 
Miall, Frederick's pl, Old Jewry 

R0URNER, GEORGE, Tenterden, Kent, Stationer Nov 21 Mace & Sons, Tenterden 

BRIsSc’E, EDWARD. JOHN, River Plate House, Finsbury circus Nov 20 Dauney, 
Suffolk st, Pall Mall 

BROWN, ARTHUR, Brightlingsea, Essex, Farmer Nov 29 


Winterbotham & 


Collinge, Colchester 


BROWN, JAMES BROUGHTON, Hebden Bridge, Yorks Dec 1 LEastwouds & Co, 
Todmorden : 
CARRINGTON, CHARLES FOLLET?, Brighton Nov 12 Attree & Co, 6, Raymond bldgs 


Grays inn 

CLARK, RALPH TATE, Platt Bridge, 
COX, SAMUEL GIBSON, Newcaatle, 
Nov 11 Annear, Cardiff 
ROBERT, St Osyth, Essex. Farmer Dec 1 
SARAH, College rd, Upper Norwood 
GEORGE JOHN, Bournemouth Dec 3t 
Worksop, Surgeon Nov 30 


Lancs, Phisician Nov 29 Smith, Wigan ; 
Couuty Down, Ireland, Captain Mercantile Marine 


Grimwade & Son, Hadleigh, Suffolk 
Nov 15 Dommett & Son, Gresham st 
Royds & Co, Bedf ord sq 

Hodding & Co, Worksop 


CROSS, 
DENNE T, 

FENWICKE, 
FLEMING, CHRISTOPHER 





FLETCHER, ELIZA, Southport Decl Davis & Co, Liverpool 

FLOOD, ALICE KEATRICK, Hoylake, Cheshire Nov 26 Woolcott & Co, West Kirby 

ForsyTH, JAMES, Oldham Novi7 Tavior & Buckley, Oldham 

FOSTER, BETSY HANNAH, Southport Nev 21 Barstow & Midgley, Halifax 

HACoN, SaRAH MARIA, Gunterstone rd, West Kensington Decl Lovell & Co, Gray's 
Inn x 

HAupponD. ARTHUR, Great Russell st, Bloomsbury Nov 25 Andrew & Co, Great 


James s', Bedford row 
HAZLiITT, WILLIAM CAREW, Richmond, Surrey Nov 21 
HomER, JOSEPH NATHANIEL, Burton upon Trent Dec 16 
Trent 
HOWLETT, FANNY ANN, Essex grove, Upper Norwood 
Man-ion House 
JARROTT, LOUIS ViIcTOR, 


Cameron & Co, O11 Broad st 
Goodger & Son, Burton upon 


Nov 21 Bright & Sons, George st, 


Heavitree, Devon, Insurance Inspector Oct 30 Friend & 


Varbet, Exeter 
KING, ANNIE, Wotton under Edge, Gloucester Nov 29 Burges & Sloan, Bristol 
LARRETTE, CHARLES HENRY, Barnet, Herts, Journalist Nov 2l Browa & Co, Lennox 
House, Norfolk st, Strand 
LILLY, JULIA FRANCES, Wymondham, Norfolk Nov 21 Pomeroy & So*, Wymordham 
MACLEAN, LOUISA CHARLOTTE, Wimborne, Doiset Nov 22 Wiliams & James, Norfolk 
House, Embankment 


Lane & Co, Birminchem 


MARSH (ALL, GEORGE, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Cooper Dec 4 
Penn.ngtop & Son, 


MITCHELL, CAROLINE AUGUSTA, Great Waldingtiela, Suffolk Dec 1 
Lincoln's inn fields 

MORGAN, GRAFTON, Liscard, Chester Nov 21 Goddard, Clement's inn 

MORRIS, CHARLES EDWARD, Balmes rd, Southgate rd, Box Manufacturer Nov 30 Eves 
& Rule, 7, Char.es sa, Hoxton. 

MURDOCK, ROBERT HAMILTON, Camberwell gr Novis Habershon & Co, 110, Cannon st 

MurRAY, Lieut.-Col HENRY, Jermyn st Nov 22 Blsth & Co, Gre-ham house 

NORFORD, EDWARD, Sev, Hadleigh, Suffolk Nov18 Grimwade & Son, Hadleigh 

OSBORN, SAMUEL, Bournemouth Nov2l Mershall, Halifax 


PAKKFR, HENRY, Chesham, Bucks, 1emperance ‘lotel Proprietor Nov 17 Hunt & Co 
Chesham, Broeks : 
WILLIAM BEARDMORRE, Thames Ditton, Surrey Nov 21 Redfern, Stockport 


REDFERN 
Riaa, HuGH CARTHEW, 
SMITH, RAYMOND BROADLEY 


Scott & Co, Pevrith 
Loudon, 


Westmoreland Nov 12 
Bartholomew's Hospital, 


Crossrigg Hall, 
ETHERINGTCN, St 


Surgeon Nov 30 Ellis & Co, 17, Albemarle st . ; 

SNELGROVE, GEOKGINA ELIZABETH, Tunbridge Wells Nov 28 Baileys & Co, 5, 
Berners st ; fl 

THEAKER, JOHN, Nottingham, Fishing Rod and Tackle Maker Nov 25 sramley & 
Woodsend, Nottingham J 

VAUSE, SAKAH ANN HAYLOOK, Upton, €seex Nov30 Saxton & Son, Queen Victoria st 


WAGNER, FELIX, Southampton row Nov17 Dalaton & Co, Southampton st, Bloums- 


bury 

Watson, JOHN, Lakenham, Norwich Nov 15 Stratford, Norwich : 

WETHERILL, FRANCES PEARSALL, Hambleden, Bucks Nov 22 Hewitt & Co, Leaden- 
ball st 








ALVIS, SAMUEL, Backwell, Somerset Nov 22 Perham & Sons, Bristol WILLIAMSON, ANNIE, Chesterfield, Derby Noy 29 Stanton & Walker, Chesterfield 
= | LONG. RACHEL JANE JOSEPHINE, Swansea Swansea Pet [ VELINSKI, RECBEN, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Oct 9 Ord 

ankruptcy JNotices. Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 Oct 9 ) 
MOHAFFIE, JOHN AULD, St Helens. Lancs, Timber Mer- | WARD, GEORGE LOUIS STEWART, Paignton High ,Court 

- ehant Liverpool Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 | Pet Sept 5 Ord Oct9 F 
London Gazette—TuEsDAY, Oct 14, MELiORS, CHARLES, Chesterfield, Derby, Coach Euilder | WARD, WILLIAM, S! effield, Gas Worker Sheffield Pet 
2CRTV . » Chesterfield Pet Oct 11 Und Oct ll Oct lv Ord Oct 10 
RECEIVING ORDERS. MERRIS, JOSEPH, Halesowen, Worcestershire, Farmer | WA'SON, FRANK, Wakefie'd Wakefield Pet Oct 8 Ord 
BANFIELD, WALTER JOHN SHOEMAKE, Brynhyfryd Stourbridge Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 Oct 8 ; : 

Swansea Clerk Swansea Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct eo MuIR, JOHN. Liverpool, Painter Liverpool Pet Oct 9 | WERTHEIM, BruNo, Ryder st High Court Pet Sept 2 


Ord Oct 9 





CASH, JosePu, Keni larwic et Sent ; Ord Oct 9 . 
Oct _ ee, Cope Pe Say ge NICHOLL#, HENRY THOMAS, and ALFRED LEONARD EDWIN | WHARTON, CHRISTOPHER W ILLIAM, Praed st, Paddington, 
—— yin poy Bournemouth, Cab Driver Poole Pet } maya I a Lancs, Grocers Boiton Pet 7 Shoe Dealer High Court Pet Oct lo Ord 
c rd Oct 9 ec rd Oc : 
GARDN § i OVEREND, JOHN, Uti or Keighley, Stationer Bradford | WooDWARD, GEORGE ADOLPHUS, Pepys rd, New Cross, 
eaten 1) OiGam” a aeie ae Per Ort 10 Ord Got 10 10 —_— — ain Merchant tiigh Court Pet Aug 27 Ord Oct 9 
aaneees, crass Blackpool Blackpool Pet Oct 11 Ow = on Llanelly, Draper Carmarthen Pet Sept | W — a ae tott Odoee Draper 
¢ Ic 5 re ct 2 b oo , { a 
HEISER, CHARLOTTE, Romford rd, Essex High Court Pet | PEAKE, GEORGE MOSLEY, Willaston, nr Nantwich, | ZEALLEY Amos, Worcester, Eaker Worcester Pet Sept 17 
Oct 9 Ord Oct 10 | Cheshire, Builder Nantwich Pet Oct 10 Crd Ord Oct 11 
we re a View egg ee nl gg ee PE pond ‘HEL JANE, Heckmondwike Dewsbury Pet | . . —— 
 . 1 ictualler Shrewsbury Pet Oct 11 Ord | eo <—- ——. eckmondwike Dews ) FIRST MEETINGS. 
| eels ae a . | 
JONES, JOHN, Nantyffyllon, Maesteg, Glam, Collier | PERRY, GEORGE, Caerphilly, Glam, Tobacco Dealer | pisnop, HARRY ERNEST, Birmingham, Journeyman Baker 
sen ‘ard ff Pet Octy Ord Oct 9 Pontypri ‘d Pet Sept 25 Ord Oct 0 , Oct 22 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st 
ES. JOHN Davip, Bangor, Draper's Traveller Bangor | PRICE, THOMAS, Treorchy, Glam, Collier Pontypridd Pet | Birmingham 
Laue Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 | BONE, JOHN FREDERICK, North Elmham, Norfolk, Coach 
M ™ JOHN, Tylorstown, Glam Pontypridd Pet Oct 10 | Price, W & E, Haverfordwest Pembroke Dock Pet Sept Builuer Oct 25 at 12’ Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Laeen On ~4 . 26 Ord Oct 8 | BuRRows, GEORGE, Middlesbrough. General ‘Dealer Oct 
Pet ieee Fenchurch av High Court | SHeLton, THomMAS, Belmont rd, Tottenham, Hat Factor | 23 at 12 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles- 
y — WS |  HighCourt Pet Sept 8 Ord Oct 9 ' prough 
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CHAPMAN, ELIZABETH ELLEN, Weston super Mare Oct 22 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, bristol 
CLARKE, ALBERT EvWARD, Luton, Beds, Engineer Oct 24 


at 12.30 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

COLSTON, APA ISABEL,4Calne. Wilts Oct 22 at 1.30 Off 

ec, 38. Regent circus, Swindon 

Cook, TITUS SMALLEY, Old Trafford, Manchester, Tobacco- 
nist Oct 22at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

CRANNIS, CHARLES GRIFFIN, Bridlington, Grocer Oct 28 
at4 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 

CROCKER, WILL'AM, Bournemouth, Cabdriver 
2.30 Dorchester chmbrs, Yelverton rd, 
mouth 

Davies, DAVID JoserH HENRY, Llandrindod Wells, Ta‘lor 
Oct 42 at 11.30 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

EVANS, JOSIAH, Northam, Devon, Quarryman Oct 
04, High st, Barnstaple 

GARDNER, ARTHUR FRANCIS, St Mary Axe 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

HEISER, CHARLOTTE, 537, Romford rd Oct 23 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidga, Carey st 

HILL, WILLIAM GrorGE and GEORGE MORRELL, 
Mid liesbrough, Iron and “teel* Merchants Oct 23 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middle-brough 

Hor PER, HENRY RicHARD, Blackheath h ill, Engineer,s 
Traveller Oct 24 at 3 132, York rd, Westminster 
Bridge rd 

Horton, THOMAS RICHARD, Much Wenlock, Salop, 
Licensed Victwaller Oct 2° at 11.30 OF Rec 
22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

LEWIS, JonHN, Tylorstown, Glam © t 23at11.15 Off Ree, 
St Catherine's chmbrs, St Catherine st, Pontypridd 

LISTER, CHARLES WALKER, 2, Fenchurch av Oct 22 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

MACKAY, JOHN FRASER, Middle 
at 12.39 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, 


Oct 22 at 
Bourne- 


Zsat 4 


Oct 23 at 12 


brough, Smelter Oct 23 
Albert rd, Middles 


brough 
McHAFFIE, JOHN AULD, St Helens, Lancs, Timber Mer- 
evant Oct 24at1l Of Rec, Union Marine bidgs, 11, 


Dale st, Liverpool 

MORLEY, OLIVER, Beeford, Yorks, Blacksmith 
12 Off Ree, York City Bank Chambers, 
Hull 

Muir, Jonn, Liverpool, Painter Oct 23 at 11 
Union Marine bidgs, 11, Dale st, Liverpool 

OVEREND, Joun, Utiey, nr Keighley, Stationer Oct 23 at 
11 Off Ree, 12, Duke +t, Bra tford 

PEAKE, GEORGE Mos.ey, Wil aston, nr Nantwic, 
Oct 23at12 Off Ree, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

PERRY, GEORGE, Caerphilly, Glam, Tobacco Dealer Oct 
23 at 11.30 Off Rec, St Catherine's chmbrs, St Cather 
ine st, Pontypridd 

Paice, THomas, Treorchy, ‘Glam, Collier Oct 23 at 11 
Off Rec, St Catherine's chmbrs, St Catherine st, 
Pontypridd 

QUARTERMAINE, 'G E C, Copthall chmbrs Oct 24 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

ROBERTS, EVAN, Grogan, Harlech, Merionethshire, Green 
grocer Uct 23 atl2 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

SHELTON, Thoma’, 100, Wood st, Hat Factor Oct ‘4% a 
1 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

SMITH, CHARLES, Toddington, Baker Oct 24 at 12 Off 
Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

VELINSKI, REUBEN, Leeds, Grocer Oct 22 at 3 Off Rec 
24, Bond at, Leeds 

WARD, GEORGE LOUIS STEWART, Paignton Oct 22 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Corey st 

WATSON, FRANK, Wakefield Uct 22 at 11 
King st, Wakefield 

WERTHEIM, BRUNO, Ryder st Oct 23 at 11 
bidgs, Carey st 

WHARTON, CHRISTOPHER WILLIAM, Praed st, Paddington 
Boot Dealer Oct 23at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

WOODWARD, GEORGE ADOLPHUS, Pepys rd, New Cross, 
Merchant Oct 23at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Woor. ALICE CHARLOTTE, East Dereham, Norfolk Oct 25 
atl Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

WRIGHT, WILLIAM LAMB, Crompton ter. Chiswick, Draper 
Oct 23 at 2.30 Ruskin chmbrsa, 191, Corporation st 
Birmingham 


Oct 25 at 
Lowgate, 


Off Ree, 


Builder 





Of Rec, 21 


Bankruptcy 


ADJUDICATIONS 


APPLEYARD, ALFRED, Ossington, nr Newark, Notts, Far 
mer Nottingham Pet Sept8 Ord Oct 9 

BANFIELD, WALTER JOHN SHORMAKE, Brynhyffryd, Swan- 
sea, Clerk Swansea Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 





BONE, JOHN FREDERICK, North Elmham, Norfolk, Coach- 
builder Norwich Pet Sept 30 Ord Oct 11 

Cook, TITUS SMALLEY, Old Trafford, Manchester, Tobacco- 
nist Salford Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 8 

CROCKER, WILLIAM, Bournemouth, Cab Driver 
Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

DENBOW, WALTER HINGSTON, Finchley, 
Pet Aug19 Ord Oct 9 

HARDIMAN, CAROLINE, Blackpool 
Ord Oct 11 

H RTON, THOMAS 
Licensed Victualler 


Poole 
Preacher 
Blackpool Pet Oct 11 


Much 
Pet Oct 11 


Wenlock, Salop 
Ord Oct 


RICHARD, 
Shrewsbury 

11 

JONES, JOHN, Maesteg, Glam, Collier Cardiff Pet Oct 9 
Ord Oct 9 

JonEs, Joun Davrp, Bangor, Draper's Travelle: 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Lewis, Jou, Tylorstown, Glam 
Ord Oct 10 

Lone, RACHEL JANE JOSEPHINE, Swa’ sea 
Oct 9 Ord Ot O 

Lyon, ARTHUR, Capel House, New Broad st 
Pet Aug 23 Pet Oct 11 

McHAFFik, JoHN AULD, St Helens, Lanes, Timber Mer- 
chant Liverpool Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

MELLORS, CHARLES, Chesterfield, Derby, Coach Builder 
Chesterfield Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 


Bangor 
Pontypridd Pet Oct 10 
Swansea Pet 


High Court 


MeERrrRiIs, JoskrH, Halesowen, Worcester, Farmer Stour- 
midge Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 
MORLEY, OLIVER, Beeford, Blacksmith Kingston upon 


Hull Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct9 
Murr, Jonny, Liverpool, Painter 
Ord Oct 9 
NICHOLLS, HENRY 


Liverpool Pet Oct 9 


THOMAS, and ALFRED LEONARD EDWIN 


Howson, Farnworth, Lancs,Grocers vLolton Pet Oct 
10 Ord Oct 19 
OVEREND, JOHN, Utley, nr Keighley, Stationer Bradford 


Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 10 
OWERS, HERBERT James, High rd, Chiswick, Cycle and 
M Brentford Pet Sept17 Ord Oct 11 

G MosLey, Willaston, or Na»twich, 
Cheshire Builder Nantwichand Crewe Pet Oct 10 
Ord Oct 10 
PEARSON, RACHEL JANE, 
Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
PERRY, GEORGE, Caerphilly, Glam, Tobacco Dealer Ponty. 
pridd Pet Sept 25 Ord Oct 11 
PHILLIVS, GRORGR, Berners st, Manager 





Heckmondwike Dewsbury Pet 


High Court Pet 


Sept 3 Ord Octil 
POWELL, FRANK Henry Jonny, Christchurch, Hants, 
Builder Poole Pet Sept 25 Ord Oct 9 


Paice, THomas, Treorchy, Glam, C>lher 
Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 19 
QUARTERMAINE, GEORGE 
chmbrs High Court 


Pontypridd 


EDWARD CHARLES, Copthall 
Pet Sept 6 Ord Oct 11 


SKEATE, HUGH MONTAGUE, Purley, Surrey, Stock Jobber 
High Curt Pet Aug2 Ord Oct 9 
rHomas, JoskeH, Barry, Glam, Weigher Cardiff Pet 


Oct 8 Ord Oct 9 

VELINSKI, REUBEN, Leeds, Grocer 
Oct 0 

WARD, WILLIAM, Sheffield, Gas Worker 


Leeds Pet Oct9 Od 


Sheffield Pet 


Oct 10 Ord Oct 19 
WATSON, FFANK, Wakefield Wakefield Ord Oct 8 Put 
Met 8 


WILCOCK, LAWRENCE, Prestwich, 
Pet Sept 25 Ord Oct 19 
WoOoDWARD, GEORGE ADOLPHUS, Pepys rd, New Cross, 
Merchant High Court Pet Aug 27 Ord Oct 11 
WRIGHT, WILLIAM LAMB, Crompton ter, Chiswick, Draper 

West Bromwich Pet Sept 25 Ord Oct 11 
YOUNG, MARIE EpINnA, Jewin cres High Court 
6 Ord Oct 10 


Lancs, Painter Salford 


Pet Sept 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Oct 10: 
BisHor, Harry ERNEST, Birmingham, Journeyman Baker 
Birmingham Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Oct 17. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ALLEN, SEPTIMUS, Littlebourne, Kent, 
Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct, 15 
BALL, WILLIAM THOMAS HENRY, Reswick 


Clothier Manchester Pet Se pt 23 


Tailor Canterbury 


, Manchester, 
Ord Oct 13 


Barnet | 


BARR, WILLIAM, Bootle, Camberland, Farm-r Whitehaven 


Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

BEASLEY, ROBERT ANTHONY, Wednesbury, Staffs 
Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 

BENNET?, JOHN, Chester, Outfitter Chester Pet Oct 13 
Ord ct 13 

BODELL, GEORGE HENRY, Drapersgdns High Court Pet 
Sept 19 Ord Oct 14 

BORDELL, ERNEST, Crewe, Master Joiner Stockport Pet 


Walsall 


Oct 13 (Ord Oct 13 

Brown, WILLIAM, Castleford, Yorks, Painter Wakefield 
Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

COCKAYNE, HENRY, Drewstaignton, Devon Great Yar- 
mouth Pet Sept13 Ord Oct 14 

Crips, WALTER RALPH, Baildon, Yorks, Commission 


Agent Leeds Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 

FELDMAN, LEWIS, and SIDNEY FELDMAN, 133, St George 
st, Mantle Makers High Court Pet Oct 14 Ord 
Oct 14 

FoRD, WILLIAM, Sutterton, Lincoln, Sergeant of Police 
Boston Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 

GAND&R, NEWMAN. West Grinstead, Sussex, 
Brighton Pet Oct 14 Ord O-t 14 

Grout, JOHN, Wolverhampton, Physician Wolverhamp- 
ton Pet Sept2 Ord Uct 15 

Hitt, THomas AsuBy, Bishop’s Hatfield, Herts, Black- 
smith StAlbans Pet Sept 20 Ord Oct 13 

HILLS, WALTER CHARLES, Lynsted, Kent Fruit Grower 
Canterbury Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

JoNES, EVAN, Williamstown, Glam, Butcher Pontypridd 
Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 

LAMBETH, JOHSIE HERMAN, Cranbourn st, 
High Court Pet Sept 24 Ord Oct 15 

LENNOX, DoroTay, South Molton st, Costumier 
Court Pet Sept19 Ord Oct 15 

Lowy, Roseart L. Broad Street pl, Company Director 
High Court Pet July4 Ord Oct 15 

METCALFE, LESLIE, Halifax, Steel Skewer and Hook Manu- 
facturer Halifax Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 18 

MILLARD, WILLIAM ALFRED, Bath Journeyman Cabinet 
Maker Bath Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 

Moon, JAMES, Kingswood, nr Bristol, Ironmonzger Bristol 
Pet Sept 9 Ord Oct 13 

NEWMAN, WILLIAM FRANK, Cwmrhydyceirw, Morriston, 
Glam, Builder Swansea Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 

NICHOLLS, HERBERT. Burbage, Leicester, Painter Leicester 
Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 

OwEN, Huea, Abbey Farm, nr Llanrwst, Farmer 
madoc Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 

POWELL, FRANK WILLIAM GEORGE, Christian Ma'ford, or 
Cnippenham, Builder Bath Pet Oct 14 Ord 
Oct 14 

PRippyY, HARRY RANDOLPH, Taunton, Insurance Agent 
Taunton Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

RAYSON,: ‘MALCOLM ALLEN, Manchester, Commission 
Agent Manchester Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

SAGAR, GEORGE, Salterforth, Yorks, Quarry Owner Bra|l- 
ford Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 


Farmer 


Tobacconist 
High 


Port- 


STEAD, HENRY, JOHN TOMAS CLARK, and RICHARD 
BELLAMY SHEPPARD, Leeds, Typewriter Dealers 
Leeds Pet Sept 19 Ord Oct 13 


TABBERNER, ANN, Leivester, Teacher of Shorthand 
Leicester Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

THOMAS, DAVOD, Pontllanfraith, Mon, Builder 
Mon Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 1: 

WATERHOUSE, EDWARD SYDNEY, and CHARLES ALBERT 
STANDRING, Altrincham, Designers Manchester Pet 


Newport, 


Oct 13° Ord Oct 13 
WHITEHEAD, FRANK EDWIN, Glossop, Painter Ashton 
uader Lyne Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 


WHITEHEAD, HERBERT, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet 
Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

WILLIAMS, SILAs, Aberfan, 
Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 

WoOLHOUSE, SAMUEL, Hillsborough, Sheffield, Undertaker 
Sheffield Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 


Grocer Merthyr Tydfil Pet 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ALLEN, SEPTIMUS, Littlebourne, Kent, Tailor Oct 25 at 11 
Off Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 

BEASLEY, ROBERT ANTHONY, Wednesbury, Staffs Oct 28 
at 12 Off Rec, 30, Lichfield st, Wolverhampton 

BODELL, GEORGE "lENRY, Draper’s gdus Oct 27 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

BROOKES, CLAUD FRANCIS Hooton, Hove, Sussex Oct 25 
at 12 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, Brighton 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


MOoOORGATE STrRsAzmT, LOomNMpDom, 


ESTABLISHED in 1890. 


LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICHNSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Ciauses for insertion in Leases ur Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &c., under 


application. 


a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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BROWN, WILLIAM, Castleford, Yorks, Painter Oct 27 at 11 
Off Rec, 21, King st, Wakefield 

CamM, THOMAS, Kendal, Rope and Twine Spinner Oct 25 
at 11.30 Off Rc, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Fur 
ness 

CASH, JOSEPH,|Kenilworth, Warwick Oct 27 
Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

COCHRANE, ROBERT WILLIAM, Talgarth, Brecknock, 
Farmer Oct 27 at 12.30 2, Offa st, Hereford 

DAVIES, Li EWELYN, Rath Oct 28 at 2.30 Off Rec, 12, St 
Peter's churchyard, Derby 

DAVIES, THOMAS, Gorseinon, Glam, Insurance Agent Oct 
25 at 11 Off Rec, Government bldgs, St Mary st, 
Swansea 

DE LA WARR, EARL GILBERT GEORGE REGINALD SACK- 
VILLE, Bexhill Oct 27 at 3 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 

FELDMAN, LEWIS, and S.DNKY FELDMAN, St George st, 


at 11 Off 


Mantle Makers Oct 27 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 
GANDER, NEWMAN, West Grinstead, Sussex, Farmer 


Oct 25 at 11.30 Off Rec, 12A, Marlborough pl, Brigh- 
ton ‘ 

GREGOIRE, ALBERT VICTOR, Wylam on Tyne, Northumber- 
land, Schooimaster Oct 25 at 1130 Off Rec, 684, 
Cas. le st, Canterbury 

JONES, EVAN, Williamstown, Glam, Butcher Oct 28 at 
11.15 Off Rec, St. Catherine's chmbrs, St Catherine 
st, Pontypridd 

JONES, JOHN, Nantyffyllon, Maesteg, Glam, Collier Oct 
27at1ll1 Off Rec, Cardiff 

JONES, JOHN DAvip, Bangor, Draper's Traveller 
at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

LAMBETH, JOHSIE HERMAN, Cranbourn st, Tobacconist, 
Oct 28 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

LENNOX. DoroTHy, South Melton st, C. stumier 
at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carev st 

LonG, RACHEL JANE JOSEPHINE, Swansea, Brushmaker 
Oct 28 at 11 Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary st 
Swansea 

Lowy, RopertT L Broad Street pl, C:mpany Director 
Oct 28 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

METCALFE, LESLIE, Halifax, Steel Skewer and Hook 
Manufacturer Oct 27 at 11 County Cvurt house, 
Prescott st, Halifax 

NICHOLLS, HENRY THOMAS and ALFRED LEONARD EDWIN 
Howson, Farnworth, Lancs, Gr.cers Oct 28 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

NICHOLLS, HERBERT, Bui bage, Leicester, Painter Oct 27 
at 3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

OWEN, GEORGE, Lianelly, Draper Oct 25 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, 4, Que: n st, Carmarthen 

PEARSON. RACHEL JANE, Heckmondwike Oct 27 at 11 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 

SaGar, GEORGE, Salterforth, Yorks, 
Oct 25 at 11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

ScoTt, FREDERICK, Blackburn, Oyster Merchant 
at 11 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

TABBERNER, ANN, Leicester, Teacher of Shorthand Oct 25 
at 11 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Lelcester 

THOMAS, DAVID, Pontlianfraith, Mon, Builder Oct 25 at 
at 11 Off Rec, 144, Commercial! st, Newport, Mon 

THOMAS, JOSEPH, Barry, Glam, Weigher Oct, 27 at 11 
Off Kec, CU: rdiff 

WATTS, WILLIAM, Gorseinon, Glam, Builder Oct £8 at 
11.45 Off Rec, Goverament bidgs, St Mary's st, 
Swansea 

WILCOCK, LAWRENCE, Prestwich, Lancs, Painter 


Oct 25 


Oct 28 


Oct 25 


Oct 27 


at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
WILLETT, GkoRGE HaGGER, Saffron Walden, Essex, 
Butcher Oct 27 at3 The Rose and Crown Hotel, 


Saffron Welden 
ZeALLEY, AMOS, Worcester, Baker Oct 27 at 1130 Off 
Ree, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ALLEN, SEPTIMUS, Littlebourne, Kent, Tailor 
Pet (ct 15 Ord Oct 15 

BARR, WILLIAM, Bootle, Cumberland,|Farmer White 
haven Pet Oct 13 Ord Oc) 13 

BEASLEY, ROBERT ANTHONY, ; Wednesbury, Staffs 
Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 

BENNETT, JOHN, Chester, Outfitter Chester Pet Oct 13 
Ord Oct 13 

BORDELL, ERNEST, Crewe, Master Joiner Stockport Pet 
Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 


Canterbury 


Walsall 


| Brown, Wi.1aM, Castleford, Yorks, Painter Wakefield 


Quarry Owner | 


Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 


CasH, JosErH, Kenilworth, Warwickshire, No occupation 


Warwick Pet Sept30 Ord Oct 13 
CRIBB, WALTER RALPH, Eccleshil!, Bradford 
Agent Leeds Pet Uct15 Ord Oct 15 
FELDMAN, LEWIS and SIDNEY FELDMAN, St George st, 

Mantle Makers High Court Pet Oct 14 Ord uct 14 
FORD, WILLIAM, Sutterton, Lincoln, Sergeant of Police 


Commission 


Bos‘on Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 

GANDER, NEWMAN, West Grinstead, Sussex, Farmer 
Brighton Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 

HEISER, CHARLOTT¥, Romford Td, forest Gate, Pickle 
Manufacturer High Court Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 14 


HILLS, WALTER CHARLES, Lynsted, Kent, Fruit Grower 
Canterbury Pet Oct 14 wrd Oct 13 
JONES, EVAN, Williamstown, Glam, Butcher 
Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 

LEE, CHARLES WILLIAM 
Pet July 1 Ord Oct 15 

METCALFE, LESLIE, Halifax. Steel, Skewer and 
Manu acturer Halifax Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

MILLARD, WILLIAM ALFRED, Bath, Journeyman Cabinet 
Maker Bath Pet Oct14 Ord Oct 14 

NEWMAN, WILLIAM FRANK, Cwmthydyceirw Morriston 
Glam, Builder Swansea Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 

NICHOLLS, HERBERT, Buri age, Leicester, Painter Pet 
Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 

OwEN, HuGH, Abbey Farm, nr Llanrwst, Farmer 
madoz Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 

POWELL, FRANK WILLIAM GEORGE, Christian Malford, nr 
Chippenham, Builder Bath Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 4 

Prippy, HARRY RANDOLPH, Taunton, Insurance Agent 
Taunton Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

RAYSON, MALCOLM ALLAN, Manchester, Commissio 1- 
Agent Manchester Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 13 

SAGAR, GEORGE, Salterforth, Yorks, Quarry Owner 
ford Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

SHELTON, THOMas, Wood st, Hat 
Pet Sept 8 Crd Oct 15 

TABBERNER, ANN. Leicester Teacher of 
L-icester Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

THOMAS, DAVID, Pontilanfraith, Mon 
Mon Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 13 

WATEKHOUSE, EDWARD SYDNEY, and CHARLFS ALBERT 
STANDRING, Altrincham, Designers Manchester Pet 
Oct 13 Ord Oct 15 

WHITE, HAROLD GOODENOUGH, Sketty, Swansea, Builder 
Swansea Pet Auz 29 Ord Oct i3 

WHITEHEAD, FRANK EDWIN, Glossop, Painterand Decora- 
tor Ashton under Lyne Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

WHITEHEAD, HERBERT, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet 
Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

WILLIAMS, SILAS, Aberfan, Grocer 
Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 

W OOLHOUSE, SAMUEL, Hillsborough, Sheffield, Undertaker 


Pontypridd 
Westcliff, "Essex Chelmsford 


Hook 


Port- 


Brad- 
Factor High Court 
Shorthand 


Builder Newport 


Merthyr Tydfil Pet 


Sheffield Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 
ZEALLEY, AMOS, Worcester, Baker Worcester Pet Sept 
17. Ord Oct i3 
London Gazette—TUESDAY, Oct. 21, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ASHWORTH, THOMAS, jun, Bury, Lancs, Automobile 
Engineer Bolton Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 
BARNETT, GEORGE, Troedyrhiw, Glam, Boot Maker 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 
BENNETT, WALTER, Church End, Finchley, Architect 


Barnet Pet Sept 9 Ord Oct 16 
BIRD, WILLIAM ADEY, Derby, Farmer 
Ord Oct 16 
BREED, GEORGE WILLIAM, Norwich, Shoe Manufacturer 
Norwich Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 
BROOKER, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Ilford, Essex, Black- 
smith’s Manager Chelmsford Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 
BROOM, WILLIAM HENRY, Tonbridge, Yailor Tunbridge 
Wells Pet Oct 17 Ord Oct 17 
CatTEs, W E W, Bishopston, Bristol, Leather Merchants’ 
Agent Bristol Pet Sept 24 Ord Oct 16 
DREW, ARTHUR, Sheffie!d, Builder Sheffield 
Ord Oct 18 
DREWETT, THOMAS MARLOW, Henley on Thames, Carriage 
Builder Reading Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 
DUNCAN, MALCOLM WALLACE, Perham rd, West Kenzing- 
ton, Aviator High Cowt Pet Sept #3 Ord Oct 17 


Derby Pet Oct 16 


Pet Oct 18 








HOME MISSIONS 


(Central Finance). 


The ADDITIONAL CURATES SOCIETY provides assistant Clergy for 
the slums and the poorer suburbs of large cities, and for the mining and 
other industrial towns; in doing so it acts asa CENTRAL AGENCY 
for conveying help to those ‘parts of the country where pressure is greatest. 
The Society’s work is of very real importance at the present moment. It 
enables Churchpeople in any given part to send help to those needy places 
which are beyond the border of the Diocese in which they live, and therefore 
cannot be helped by their contribution to its Diocesan Finance. 
the A.C.S. has given great help in the past to the growing populations in Barrow, 
Grimsby and Middlesbrough, to the colliery regions of South Wales, and to the 
populous poor districts of South London and “ London over the Border.” 


A.C.S Cffice: 14, GREAT SMITH STREET, LONDON, 8.W. 


In this way, 
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Cardiff 


Epmwtnps, JosErH, Caerau, nr Bridgend, Collier 
Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 

ELLIOTT, JAMES, and JOHN ELLIOTT, Sedgefield, Durham, 
Farmers S.ockton on Tees Pet Sept 25 Ord Oct 16 

GILL, JoHN, Wakefield, Ironfounder Wakefield Pet Oct 
8 Ord Oct 20 

GODELMANN, F, Cannon st 
urd O.t 17 


High Court Pet Sept 16 


| HANKIN, FRANK Percy, Nottingham, Painter Notting- 


ham Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 

HarcH, JoserH THOMAS, Chislehurst, Kent, Provision 
Dealer Croydon Pet Oct16 Oru Oct lo 

HEMMING, GKORGE, Birmingham, Commission 
Birmingham Pet Sept 29 Ord Oct 16 

JONES, GORDON LANPHIER, Hassocks, Sussex, Accountant 
Brighton Pet Oct16 Ord Oct 16 

LITTLEWOCD, SAMUEL, Sheffield, Insurance Agent Shefiield 
Pet Oct 17 Ord Oct 17 

MADGE, ERNEST GEORGE, Bow, Devon, Farmer 
Pet Oct 14 Ord Uct 17 

MAGGS, FREDERICK, Kingswood, ur Bristol, Boot Manu- 
facturer Bristol Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 

MAISNER, H, & Co, Jewin st, Importers and Exporters 
High Court Pet Sept 30 Ord Oct 16 

MEIKLE, WILLIAM PExcyY, Liverpool, Engineer, Liverpool 
Pet Oct 17 Ord Oct 17 

PALLANT, ALBERT WILLIAM, Ilford, Essex, Timber 
Merchant Chelmsford Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 1s 

Pesci, JoHN, Cymmer, nr Port Talbot, Glam, Fruiterer 
Pet Uct 4 Ord Oct 16 

ROSE, SYDNEY A M, Elgin mans High Court Pet July 31 
Ord Oct 16 

SHEFFELD, ALFRED GWYNNE, Wellington, Salop, Iron- 
monger Shrewsbury Pet Uct18 Ord Uct 18 

SMITH, CORNELIUS, Anstey, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer 
Leicester Pet Oct17 Ord Oct 17 

SOWDEN, FREDERICK JOHN, Falmouth, 
Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 

STAPLETON, WILLIAM HENRY, Twickenham, Gentlemen's 
Outtitter Brentford Pet Oct 17 Ord Uct 17 

TONKIY, JOSEPH, Abertwsswg, Mon, Coke Filler ‘lrelegar 
Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 

UNGEHEUER, JOHN, Essex rd, Baker 
Oct 17 Ord Uct 17 

WAGHORNE, SIpNBY, Ashford, Kent, Butcher Canterbury 
Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 

Woop, R CLAUDE, Torquay, Tailor 
5 Ord Oct 16 


Agent 


Exeter 


Baker ‘Truro 


High Court Pet 


High Court Pet Sept 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED, 
RANSOME, HENRY, Farnham, Surrey, Blacksmith Guild- 
ford Rec urd Aug 25 Rese uct7 
RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


GoDWIN, AUSTIN FRANCIS, Withington, Hereford, En 
caustic lile Manufacturer Hereford Kec Ord June 
26, 1912 Adjud July 10, 1912 Rese and Annul Oct 
14, 1913 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


APPLBYARD, ALFRED, Ossington, nr Newark, Notts, Farmer 
Oct 3Lat 12 Off Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 
ham 

ASHWORTH, THOMAS, jun, Bury, Lancs, Automobile En- 
gineer Oct 29at3 Uff Rec, 19, kxchange st, Bolton 

BANFIELD, WALTER JOHN SHOEMAKE, Brynhyfryd, 
Swansea, Clerk Oct 20 at 1L Off Rec, Government 
bidgs, St Mary's st, Swansea 

BARNETT, GEORGE, Ti vedyrhiw, Glam, Boot Maker Oct 31 
at 12.30 Otf Rec, County Court, Town Hall, Merthyr 
lydfil 

BENNETT, JOHN, Chester, Outfitter 
chmbis, Chester 

30RDELL ERNEST, Crewe, Cheshire, Master Joiner Oct 30 
at-12.15 Uff Kec, Castle chmbers, 6, Vernon st, Stuck- 
port 

BROOM, WILLIAM HENRY, Tonbridge, Tailor 
Ott Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

CATES, WILLIAM EDWARD Watts, Lishopston, Bristol, 
Leather Meichants’ Agent Nov 5 at 11.45 Off Kec, 
26, Baldwin st, Bristpl 

CRIBB, WALTER RALPH, Eccleshill, Bradford, Commission 
Agent Uct 29at3 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

DREWETT, THOMAS MARLOW, Heuley on Thames, Carriage 
Builder Nov3atiz 14, Bedford row 

DUNCAN, MALCOLM WALLACE, Perham rd, West Kensing- 
ton, Aviator Oct 30 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

ForRD, WILLIAM, Sutterton, Lincoln, Sergeant of Police 
Oct 31 at 12.30 10, Bank st, Lincoln 


Oct 29 at 12 Crypt 


Oct 29 at 230 


GILL, JOHN, Wakefield Ironfounder Uct3lat1l Off Rec, 
21, King st, Wakefiela 
GODELMANN, NF, Cannon st, Oct 29at 11 Bankruptcy 


bidgs, Carey st 

GROUT, JOHN, Wolverhampton, Physician Oct 
Off Rec, 80, Lichfield st, Wolverhampton 

HALL, ROBERT MICHAEL, Salisbury, Wilts, Solicitor Oct 
svat 2 The White Hart Hotel, Salisbury 

HATCH, JOSEPH THOMAS, Chislenurst, Kent, Provision 
Dealer Oct 29 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster 
Bridge rd 

JAMES, DAViD WILLIAMS, Neath, Glam, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Oct 30 at 11 Om Rec, Government vidgs, 


29 at 12 





>t Mary's st, Swansea 
JONES, GORDON LANPHIER, Hassocks, Sussex, Accountant 
Oct 29 at 12 Off Rec, 12a, Ma:iborou,h pl, brighton 
MADGE, FRNEST GEORGE, Bow, Devon, Farmer Oct .9 at 
11.45 Off Kec, ¥, Bedtord cir, Exeter 
MAGGS, FREDERICK, Kingswocd, nr Bristol, Boot Manu- 
facturer Nov 5 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st 
Bristol 
MAISNER, H & Co, Jewin st, Importers 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey sv 


Oct 29,at 12 
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MERRIS, JosEPH, Halesowen, Worcester, Farmer O.t 29 
at 12 Off Kec, 1, Priory st, Dudley 

MILLARD, WILLIAM ALFRED, Bath, Journeyman Cabinet 
Maker Oct 2 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin at, 
Bristol 

Moon, James, Kingswood, nr Bristol, Ironmonger 
20 at 11.30 Off Kec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

PALLANT, ALBERT WILLIAM, Ilford, Essex, limber Mer 
chant Oct 31 atl2 14, Bedford row 

POWELL, FRANK WILLIAM Georer, Christian Malford, nr 
Chi; penham, Wilts, Builder Oct 20at12 Off Rec, 26, 
Baldwin st, Bristol 

PRIDDY, HAROLD RANDOLPH, Taunton, Insurance Agent 
Oct 29 at 3.15 3, Hammet st, Taunton 

PRICE, WILLIAM, Haverfordwest, Pembroke Oct 29 at 11°30 
uff Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

RAYSON,-MALCOLM ALLEN, Stretford, Lancs, Commission 
Avent Oct 20at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

ROBERTS, GEORGE WILLIAM, Ludlow, Salop, Veterinary 
Surgeon Oct 29at12.30 2, Offa st, Hereford 

ROSK, SYDNEY A M, Elgin mans Oct 20at12 Bankruptcy 
bhdgs, Carey st 

STAPLETON, WILLIAM 
frutfitcer Oct 20 at 3 

STEAD, HENRY JOHN THOMAS CLARK 
BELLAMY SHEPPARD, Leeds, Typewriter 
SLatill Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

UNGEHEUER, JOHN, kssex rd, Baker Oct 20 at 1 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

WARD, WILLIAM, Sheffield, Gas worker Oct 
Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

WATERHOUSE, EDWARD SYDNEY, and 
STANDRING, Altrincham, Designers 
Off Ric, Byrom st, Manchester 

WHITEHEAD, FRANK EDWIN, Glossop, Painter 
2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

WHITEHEAD, Hensent, Sheftield, Grocer 
Otf Kec, Figtres In, Sheffleld 

WILLIAMS, Siuas, Aberfan, Grocer Oct 31 at 12 
tec, County Court, Town Wall, Merthyr Tydfil 

Woop, R CLaupE, Torquay, Tailor Oct 20at ll 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Oct 


lenny, Twickenham, Gent!eman's 

14, Be dford row 

and RicHAKD 
Dealers Oct 


Bank 
29 ati2 Off 


CHARLES ALBERT 
Uct 2d at 30 


Oct 20 at 
Oct 29 at 12.30 


Off 


Bank 


ADJUDICATIONS 

Lan Automobil- 

Ord Vet 16 

Beawick, Manchester, 
Ord Oct 16 

sootmaker 


THOMAS, jun, Bury, 
Bolton Pet Oct 16 
BALL, WILLIAM THOMAS HENRY 
Clothier Manchester Pet -ept 
BARNETT GRORGE, froedyrhiw Glam, 
Me thyr Tydfil Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 
Bino, WILLIAM AvkryY, Derby, Farmer Derby 
Ord Oct 16 
BopELL, Groror Henry, Drapers gdns 
Sept 19 Ord tect 17 
s0wk, JOSEPH Woop, 
Sept li Ord Oct 17 
BREED, GEORGE WILLIAM, Norwich, 
Norwich Pet Octils Ord Oct 18 
Broom, WILLIAM HENRy, T mbridge, 
Wells Pet Oct 17 Ord Oct 17 
BROOKER, WILLIAM FREDERICK, 
emith's Manager Chelmsford 
Oct 18 
CaTes, WILLIAM 
Leather Merchant's 
Ord Oct 17 
Drew, ARTAUR, Sheffield, Builder 
Ord Oct 1s 
Drewetr, THOMAS 
Thames, Carriage 
Ord Oct 16 
EpMoNbDs, Josera, Caerau, nr Bridgend, Glam, Collier 
Cardiff Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 
GONIN, BERTRAM WINTER, Moorgate st 
July 15 Ord Oct 17 
HANKIN, FRANK Prucy, Nottingham, Painter N 
ham Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 
Hatcu, Josern Tuomas, Chisleburst, Kent, 
Dealer Croydon Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 
HILL, THOMAS ASHBY, North Mimms, Herts, 
St Albans Pet Sept 20 Ord Oct 18 
Jones, GoRVON LANPHIER, Hassocks, Sussex, Act 
Brighton Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 
LITTLEWOOD, SAMUEL, Sheffield, Lusurance 
fleld Pet Oct 17 Ord Oct 17 
MAGas, FrepeRICK, Kingswood, nr Bristol, Boot Manu 
facturer Bristol Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 
MEIKLE, WILLIAM Percy, Liverpool, hngineer 
Pet Oct 17) Ord Oct 17 


ASHWORTH, 


Engineer 


Pet Oct 16 


High Court Pet 


Kendal, Farmer Kendal Pet 


Shoe Manufacturer 
fai‘or Tun»ridge 


Black 
Ord 


Essex, 
Uct 18 


Ilford, 
Pet 


Bristol 
Sept 4 


Bishopston, 
Bristol Pet 


EDWARD WATTS 
Agent 
Sheffield Pet O:t 18 


Northfield En!, Henley on 
Reading Pet Uct 16 


MARLOW, 
Builder 


High Court Pe 
tting 
Provision 
Blacksmith 
ountant 
Shef 


Avent 


Liverpool 


Moon, JAMES, Kingswood, nt Bristol, Ironttionger Bris- 
tol Pet Sept9 Ori Oct 16 

PALLANT, ALBERT WILLIAM, Iiford, Essex, Timber Mer 
chant Chelmsford Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 

Pesct, JOHN, Cymmer, nr Port Talbot, Glam, Fruiterer 
Neath and Aberavuon Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 18 

ROWLAND, BASIL MORRIS, Bilbrough, Yorks York Pet 
Mept 26 Ord Oct 17 

SOWDEN, FREDERICK JOHN, Falmouth, Baker Truro 
Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 

STAPLETON, WILLIAM HENRY, Twickenham, Gentleman's 
Outfitter Brentford Pet Oct 17 Ord Oct 17 

ronkIty, Joseru, Abertwaswg. Mon, Coke Filler Tredegar 
Pet Oct 15 Ord Uct 15 

UNGRHEUER, Jonny, Essex rd, 
Oct 17 Ord Oct 17 

WAGHORNR, SipNkyY, Ashford, Kent, Butcher, Canterbury 
Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 : 

WATTs, WILLIAM Gorseinon, 
Pet Sept 3 Ord Oct 16 

WILSON HENRY ALLEN, 
Court Pet July 25 


Pet 


taker High Court Pet 


Glam, Builder Swansea 


Holland rd, Kensing'!on High 


Ord Oct 16 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Oct 10: 


HENRY, Mitdiesbrough, General 
Pet Oct 7 Ord Uct7 


BURROWS, 
Dealer 


GEORGE 
Middl sbrough 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


PINE, ARTHUR STANLEY, Bromley, Kent, Ironmonger 
Croydon Adjud July 26, 1909 Annul Oct 10,1913 
ELPHINSTONK-HOLLOWAY, CUTHBERT WILLIAM, Southsea 
Hants Portsmouth Adjud April 12, 1907 Annul 

Oct 16, 1913 


THE SOLICITORS’ 
LAW STATIONERY SOCIETY, LD. 


22, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
29, WALBROOK, E.C. 

49, BEDFOKD ROW, W.C. 

6, VICTORIA STREET, S.W. 


THE COMPANIES AGT, 1913 


Draft Forms of Memoranda and Articles of 
Association for Private Companies, 
containing the new Clauses required under 
the Act, 

By CECIL W. TURNER, 


Barris‘ er-at-I aw. 
Full Set of Articles, post free, 3/6 
Adopting Table A, 9 » 2/6 
New F.rm of Annual Return for Private Companies, 


providing Forms of Certificate required under the Act, 
each, 2d; per quire, 3/-, 











LAW ASSOCIATION, 

For the Benefit of Widows and Families of Solicitors in 
the Metropolis and Vicinity. 
INsTITUTED 1817. 

Supported by Life and Annual Subseriptions and 

by Donations, 

This Association consists of Solicitors residing and 
practising in the Metropolis or within the Bills of 
Mortality, and its objects are (amongst others) 

To grant relief to the Widow and Children of any 
deceased Member, or if none, then to other relatives 
dependent on him for support. 

The relief afforded last year amounted to £1,f35. 

A subscription of One Guinea per annum constitutes a 
—, and a payment of Ten Guineas membership for 
ife. 

Application to be made to the Secretarr, E. Evelyn 
Barron, 3, Gray's-ina-place, Gray’s-inn, London, W.C. 





204th Year of the Office. The 


Oldest Insurance Office in the World 
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C pao from PsLey desed LBB 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orrice: 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C. 


NN FIRE OFFICE 


Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and | PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, SICKNESS and DISEASE 
<= including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


PLATE GLASS, 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C, 
A, W. COUSINS' District Manager, 


Original Sooiety. Founded 1840 


ThE 


GUARANTEE 
SUGIETY, tn, 


for 
ALL | 
COURT BONDS 


Office: 
19, Birchin Lane, LONDON 


Telephone. 814 CENTRAL 


FIRE. BURCLARY. 





Others. — Any 

having m bis possession a WILL or 
CUDICIL of COLONEL ALFRED HERCULEs 
MAYHEW, late of 4, Pall Mall-place, W., is requested to 
communicats with Messrs, Cotuysr-Brarstow, Curtis, 
Boorn, Birks, & Lanevery, of 4, Bedford-row, Londen, 


‘iy ») SOLICITORS and 
person 





moO SOLICITORS.—BILLS of COSTS 

drawn and settiea for delivery from entries or 
papers, aod taxatiuns attended ; charges, agreed per- 
ceutage On net amount; twenty years’ experience. — 
Goopcutip & Co,, 29, Souchampton-builaings, Unancery- 
lane. Partnerships negotiated. 





| )LRECTORSHLP Offered to one able to 

take an interest in the affairs of a Land Company ; 
capital fully subscribed: tees, £100 yearly; qualification, 
£260 in lneference Shares,—Address, 8.M., care of 54, 
New UOxford-street. 








N ORTGAGEE’S SALE to Close Trust 
p E-tate.—Sound freenold Investment to pay over 
6 per cent. Terrace of six modern shops, all let to good 
tenants on repairing leases ; total rental £600 per annum ; 
no rent lost since bailt. Best shoppivg thoroughfare, 
Essex market town. Price only £¥,500, or woud be 
divided. —Messrs. Kemsurys, 17, Finsburyg-circus, B.C. 


YUILDHALL (facing). — Exceptionally 

light corner, upper pare of 8 rooms wo be let. Rert 

£250 per annum, inclusive. Agents, Daon & Wrieur, 62, 
Moorgate-street, E.C, 








TO TRUSTEES AND THEIR SOLICITORS, 
LIS O00 at 4 per cent, REQUIRED, 
c O, in January next, on mortyage of 
cacellent Freehold Shop Properties in the London 
District, let on full repairing leases, and producing 
£1,525 per annum, Secarity acquired solely for invest- 
wmené at cost of upwards of £29,000.—Apply Szorerary, 
the Lonaun Prop.rty Investwent rust, Limited, 
1, Frederick s-place, Old Jewry, E.vU. 


MESSRS. GIBSON & WELDON, 


Proprietors of “ Law Notes,” &c., prepare, in Class and by 
Post, Students for tie Intermediate and Final Ezxami- 
nations of the Law Society, Bar, and other Lega) 
Examinations.—Address, Lonsdale Chambers, 27, Vhancery- 
lane, W.C. 





TRINITY SOLicrTors’ Honours. 


“All in the list, except one in the Third Class, were pupils, 
including ali five Prizemen. 


“LAW NOTES” 
for PRACTITIONERS and 
SUBSCRIPTIONS FROM £1 ls. PER ANNUM. 
mation— 
THE LIPRARIAB, “ Law Notes” Library, 
26 and 26, Chancery-lane, London W.C, 





LENDING LIBRARY 
STUDENTS, 
For infor- 














